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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR ASSESS: ANGERS OF SDI SYSTEMS 
LD111927 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1245 GMT 1l Feb 86 


{"Outer Space Witho « Weapons” program presented by All-Union Radio commentator 
Konstantin Patsyuk with TASS military observer Vladimir Bogachev] 


[Text] [Patsyuk] Hello, comrades. Nearly a month has elapsed since the day when 
our country made fresh peace initiatives. It can be said without exaggeration that 
they have literally riveted the attention of the world public, the mass media, and 
the statesmen of various countries. As was said in Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's 
replies to questions from L'HUMANITE, these proposals are a moment of truth, so to 
speak. Our country has always acted openly in the international arena and this time, 
too, the Soviet Union, demonstrating its adherence to peace and its passionate desire 
to preserve terrestrial civilization from catastrophe, is proposing a program for 

the complete liqu’dation of nuclear weapons throughout the world. This program does 
not give any advantages to the Soviet Union, nor does it pursue the aim of outwitiing 
others. It is a realistic, constructive, and broad-scale program calculated for a 
definite period of time -- 15 years. It forces our negotiations partners to show 
their worth and to reveal what aims their policy pursues in reality. 


Yes, the moment of truth has arrived. Declamatory statements alone are not enough, 
specific steps to peace are needed. And the Soviet Union has already taken and is 
taking such steps. In particular, it has extended the unilateral moratorium on 
nuclear explosions to 31 March. So far, the United States has not followed our 
example. But surely, if it did this, that would reliably close the channels to the 


further development of nuclear weapons. 


As you know, it was not possible to reach agreement at the Soviet-U.S. meeting in 
Geneva on real disarmament and primarily, on the central problem of nuclear and 
apace weapons. One of the main reasons for this was the U.S.'s unwillingness to 
renounce the “star wars" program. Has the U.S. position on this question changed 
since then? I invite TASS observer on military affaires Vladimir Ivanovich Bogachev 


to speak. 


[Bopachev] Yes, unfortunately it must be said that the position of the United States 
on problems of nonmilitarization of space has not undergone any change. A few words 
on the history of this question: The first Soviet satellite opened the road to 

apace for mankind in 1957. Despite the sometimes turbulent events on earth, for 29 
years near-earth space has remained practically free of strike weapons. This is a 
consoling fact which, in the current alarming situation in the world, maintains the 
hope that eventually it will be possible to close the door forever to weapons in 














space. For it is auch simpler to reach agreement on a ban on siting |razmeshcheniye] 
weapons where there are none yet, than to later work for agreement on removing an 
arms system already deployed [razvernutaya] in near-earth space. In the past 3 years 
the prospects of using space only for peaceful purposes has been threatened by 
Washington's plans to deploy [razvernut] thousands of units of strike weapons in 
near-carth space. It is a question of the U.S. “star wars” plans. 


From the first days of the space age, the Sovict Union has based its policy on the 
fact that space and the arms race are incompatible, that outer space must be an 
arena for peaceful, fruitful cooperation, not military confrontation. 


[fatsyuk! Viadimir Ivanovich, suppose we take the technical aspect of the militari- 
vation of space? What dangers are there? 


[fogachev] To operate any equipment in space, to maintain it in the necessary working 
conditions, is much more complex than controlling similar systems on earth. It is 
extremely difficult and sometimes impossible to eliminate or even to simply detect 
faults in a complex system sited hundreds of kilometers from the carth's surface. 


An accident on a peaceful satellite or a spacecraft, as cccurred with the U.S. 
Challenger, is an extremely unpleasant event. An acciden! with a system of space 
strike weapons, however, will be fraught with world catastrophe. fF « the electronic 
computers for comat operation, scientists reckon, could -- bypassing people -- 
activate the system of strike weapons in space. Even the priming |perekhod na 
predboyevoy rezhim] of weapons in space -—- say as a result of a magnetic storm -- 

may be taken by the other side as preparation for a first strike, with all the 
ensuing consequences. In brief, strike weapons in space may accidentally provoke 
nuclear war simply through faults in the computer or defects in some unit of the 
complex and extremely vulnerable |uyazvimoye] equipment. 


{Vateyuk] As Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev stressed in his replies to questions from 
1."NWUMANITE, militarization of space may lead to vitally important decisions on 
questions of war and peace having to be entrusted to computers, to automatons, making 
human civilization a hostage of machines. 


{Rorgachev| The situation really will become serious. The U.S. space weapons may 
misfire and shoot in quite another direction from where the Pentagon would like. 


The British writer Mary Shelley once wrote a fantastic novel about a scientist who 
tried to create the perfect man in the laboratory and instead produced a manlike 
monster. Eventually the monster, called Frankenstein, killed its own creator. It 
cannot be ruled out that the U.S. Strategic Defense Initiative, or the space strategy 
of lethal risk, as it is also called, will become a Frankenstein toward ite initia 
tors. The risk of war as a result of technical faults ia muliiplied by political 
factors, the military-strategic guidelines of the Pentagon. In March 1983 the U.S. 
Administration came out with plans to create |sordaniye] a wide scale space-based ABM 
system. As is now becoming “lear, Washington intends to deploy lrazveri:t] a seven- 
tier cupola of strike space weapons above the territory of the socialist countries. 
This weapons system may give some hotheads in Washington the dangerous tllusion that 
a first strike can be dealt from beneath a space shield, averting, or at least 
weakening a return strike in revenge for the appression. 


I recall that the conclusions arrived at by many authoritative scientists 


[Patsyuk] 
Washington's planned space strike weapons will not be able 


are fairly unambiguous. 


to ensure reliable protection against offensive missiles. 











[Bogachev|] Of course, an antimissile umbrella for the United States will inevitab!, 
have holes. OO: ihe other hand, any high-accuracy weapon using huge amounts of enere 
and it is these characteristics that laser beam systems will possess -- will be abl« 

t be used to destroy ground targets. ihere is every reason t suppose that the 
Pentagon intends to use space strike weapons primarily for mounting a first, disarming 
strike and not for protecting its own territory against offensive missiles. 50, 
Washineton’'s assurances that the Strategic Defense Initiative has the aim of making 
nuclear weapons obsolete and impotent is designed for simpletons 

[Patsyuk] Vladimir Ivanovich, will u please something about the gist of the 
Soviet proposals for preventing the militarization of space. 

[Bogachev! We are countering the U.S. “star wars” program with 4 program of “star 
peace.” It is an important component part the Soviet program for the complete 
liquidation of nuclear weapons by the end of the 20th century. Instead of spending 
the next 10-15 years on the creation |sozdantye] of new space weapons, which are ex 
tremely dangerous to mankind, as Washington is proposing, the Soviet program proposes 
beginnine the destruction c{ these nuclear arms themselves and finallw reducing their 
arsenals to zero. A reduction of nuclear weapons is possible only if the Soviet 
Union and the United States mutuallv renounce the creation |sozdanive!], testing, and 
development of space strike weapons. The Soviet program envisions that, as soon as 
the first stage of its implementation, the Soviet Union and the United States should 
undertake the appropriate obligations of nonmilitarization of outer space. As the 

So. fet Union has repeatedly warned, the creation of space strike weapons will dash 
the hopes of cutting arms on earth. 

[Patsyuk] That is the first step. And what will be done further 

[Bogachev] In the second stage which, as you know, Konstantin Nikolayevich, wil! 
eontinue for 5-7 years, the Soviet-U.S. agreement on banning nuclear space weapons 
should become multilateral. The leading industrial powers should join it without 


fail because preventing the unleashing of an arms race in space 


obstacles to deep cuts in nuclear armaments. To lock the door to a solution of the 
problem of nonmmilitarization of space from the very start signif te ruline out the 
possibility of halting the arms race on earth. 

[Bogachev|] The problems of monitoring have always served as a pretext for the side 
to wreck the mest varied agreements on arms limitation and cuts. Our side has thrown 
off the customary logic of the arms race, has demonstrated new approaches to solving 
disarmament problems in the nuclear age. In the field of verification of agreement 

on banning space arme, the Soviet Union is ready for the strictest monitoring, includ 
ing on-the-spot checks and even inspection of the appropriate laboratories. 

[Patsyuk] Wow 48 one to explain the objective, organic interrelation of the problem of 
arms cuts with a solution to the question of nonmilitarization of space; an interreta 
tion on which the Soviet Union insists? 

[Bogachev] That question can be anewrred briefly: It is meaningless te cut armament 


on a comparatively limited area of the earth's surface and at 
the green light to still more dangerous arms systems itn truly 
Wht is the sense of limiting arms on earth and deploying them over 


t he € 
limitless 


means removing the 


me time, to give 
outer [ 


head 


wf, 


our 




















he U.S. Administration, creating space weapons for an antinmiesile defense, is, 
simultaneously, intensively working on the creation of new st:ategic mass-strike 
weapons: MX intercontinental ballistic missiles, Midectman, i~based Trident -2 
ssiles, B-1 and Stealth aircraft, and other nuclear arn ystems. In the past 5 
years the U.S. Administration has not taken a single, | repeat, a single practical 
tep which can be appraised as a gesture of goodwil!, : oesire by Washington ¢t 


find a solution to the problem of curbing the arms race. 


iutsyuk] It is evident that implementaticn of the U.S. “star wars” program will 
iffect the status of the still operational Soviet-U.5. agreement mn limitation and 
reduction of armaments. 


gachev] Quite right. Although the program for the creat of a widescale U.S. 
ttimtesile defense is a chimera, in which only a handfu f enthustasts believe, the 
vork on it, as was noted by Mikhail Sergeyevich Corbachev, will bring very serious 
neequences in the near future. The U.S. “star wars” program is a flagrant violation 
f the Soviet U.S. treaty of 1972 on Limitation of ABM eyetems and the international 
eement on principles of states’ activity in spac: mplementing this program, 
washington is consciously embarking on wrecking the talks being held and on cancelling 
existing agreements on limiting armaments. In the near future the whole world 
uld find itself in a situation with an absolutely uncontrolled arms race, strategic 
‘ss, and most dangerous undermining of stability. the risk of catastrophic nuclear 
r would sharply grow. If the gates are neverthel: pened for weapons in espace, the 
ile of military rivalry would grow immeasurably ani t! irms race would acquire an 


irreversible character. 


i\Patsyuk] Have we any basis for believing that the U.5. ide will adhere -- not In 
words, but in deeds -- to its obligations to prevent on arms race in space! 
gachev}) An entirely legitimate question. Policy must be bullt on realistic founda- 
ions and the Soviet Union -- like the socialist states hliged to propose a 
redical wd at the same time, realistic alternative to nuclear war. At the beginning 
f the broadcast it was mentioned that the moment which hase arrived tn the internat ional 
situation isthe moment of truth. We are addressing our peace proposals not only ti 


,overnmments, but to peuples. 


\Pateyuk) As Viladimir Ilich Lenin once said, peoples must be helped to intervene in 


wiestions of war and peace; these words are just as topical today. That ends our 
broadcast. It was conducted by Konstantin Patsyuk. lbye, comrades, and ali the 
’ eet . 
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What is more, nothing is being 
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iid there cither about the in 


“brilliant promise” of the development of technology suitable 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR: SDI RELIANCE ON COMPUTERS FOUND DANGEROUS 


"M141427 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 12 Feb 86 First Edition p 3 


[TASS military observe’ V. Chernyshev article: "Civilization Hostage to Machines?"] 
"star wars" program increases 


[Text] The Soviet Union is strongly convinced that the 
Such is the assessment 


the threat of war and can at a certain point make it probable. 
made by Mikhail Gorbachev in his answers to questions put by the newspaper L*HUMANITE. 


This danger increases as a result of a number of factors. First, as a result of un- 


realistic ideas prevalent in the United States about its own invulnerability and illu- 
sions about its being possible te deliver a nuclear first strike from beneath a space 
"shield" and prevent, or at least reduce to an "acceptable level,” a counterstrike. 


Second, because of changes in the material basis of the sides’ military potential and 
concomitant disappearance of the very concept of strategic stability and transformation 


of the present strategic chaos. 


The unstable conditions, the unpredictable development of events, and the impossibility 
of confident strategic planning will make it necessary in a crisis or near-crisis situa- 
tion for decisions, which can prove fatal to the whole world, to be made with utmost 
speed. Nuclear war can start under these conditions not just as the result of a delib- 
erate decision, but also through attempts at blackmail, inaccurate assessment by one 
side of the other's actions, or as the consequence of some unconsidered act caused by an 


unexpected deterioration of the situation. 


Third and last, as the result of technical errors and malfunctioning of the extremely 
complex computer systems. Any system in a "star wars" vein will have computers instead 
of people. Since it will have to react quickly and "decisively," there will be no time 
for human intervention, no time, for example, to “wake up the President," let alone 
"call the National Security Council" before the United States starts a war. As a 
result of the deployment of space strike arms a situation would be created in which fun- 
damentally important decisions with irreversible consequences would essentially be made 
by computers without the participation of human reason or political will and without 
regard to moral or ethical criterfa. In such a situation mankind would become hostage 
to machines and consequently, their technical hitches and malfunctions. Senator P. 
Tsongas once cracked a somewhat lugubrious joke on this matter. He suggested that the 
computer in charge of the U.S. Armed Forces should de elected president of the country. 


Black humor, is it not? 

















The recent catastrophe with the Challenger spacecraft illustrated the future danger to 
the whole world. Yet that was a reliable system which had beer repeatedly tested and 
checked. SDI will be much more complex and the price paid for a technical error on 
its part wil] be the destruction of an enormous spaceship, planet earth, whose crew 
comprises the whole of mankind. 


lo appreciate just how complex the “star wars" system will be, we will compare its 
future computer program with the Challenger's. In the last 9 minutes before the ship's 
takeoff, for example, when all operations are taken over by automatic computer control, 
88,000 commands are issued. Whereas the program designed to operate the “star wars" 
system will, according to specialists’ calculations, consist of 10-100 million commands. 


It is impossible to predict all the circumstances which such a system may actually 
encounter and it is only possible to test and check it in the conditions in which it is 
designed to function, that is to say, in conditions of war. Relying on a program that 
has not actually been checked is like having a set of short-circuiting switches in a 
place where you store a lot of gasoline. The slightest failure of the system will lead 
to nuclear war and it will not be possible to "go back" to iron out the kinks and 
analyze the situation. 


Aside from computer errors themselves, war could be started by them as a result of 
solar activity confusing all the sensors or through misleading effects caused by the 
northern lights. A disintegrating satellite could be taken for an approaching missile 
warhead by a sensor and a fire ona gas pipeline in the opposing side's territory as the 
launching of a ballistic missile, and so forth. 


it is time that Washington officialdom realized it is dealing with weapons which can 
blow up the entire world and which it will not be able, even with the most thorough 
"care," to control. The desire to “suspend” space strike weapons above the earth will 
lead, in the words of former U.S. Defense Secretary H. Brown to a “nightmare which we 
will hand down to our children in the 2lst century." Mankind can and must enter that 
century not only without space weapons and nuclear weapons, but without any weapons of 
mass destruction at all. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TASS: U.S. CONTINUES SDI PROGRAM DESPITE CRITICIS!S 


LD171742 Moscow TASS in English 1616 GMT 1/7 Feb 86 


["Strike Weapons in Space Would Cancel Out Prospects for Disarmament on Earth" -- 
TASS headline] 


[Text] Moscow, February 17 TASS -- TASS military news analyst Vladimir Bogachev 
writes: 


Six years ago the then Secretary of Defence, Harold Brown, admitted in his last report 
to Congress on the U.S. military budget that an attempt at creating a U.S. large- 
scale anti-missile defence system would prove unacceptably costly, destabilising and, 
for sure, doomed to failure. 


The work which is now under way in the United States to implement the "star wars' 
programme is confirming the conclusion drawn by the former Pentagon chief. Information 
as to “insurmountable obstacles", “engineering problems” and "scientific setbacks" 
which pursue the creators of a U.S. "space shield" filters into the Western press. 


In the face of sharp criticism inside the United States for the spending of 
huge funds for the creation of an "anti-missile shield" which, it turns out, 
would inevitably be holey, U.S. Administration spokesmen do not venture to 
admit that the true goal of the "star wars" program is by no means defense 
but the creation of a first-nuclear-strike capability. 


They prefer to shift and dodge by putting forward new less and less convincing argu 
ments in defence of the "Strategic Defence Initiative" (SDJ). Ceneral James Abrahamson. 
director of the U.S. “star wars" programme, has stated in London that a U.S. antl. 
missile defence system should not necessarily ensure a hundred percent defence apatnst 
offensive missiles. According to Abrahamson, penetration by 8,000 missiles with the 
lack of an anti-missile defence system would mean the start of headway towards "the end 
of our civilization" whereas the "star wars" programme with all its imperfection would 
be able to reduce damage to an acceptable level. General Abrahamson obviously dis- 
sembles his feelings when he tries to convince the British of the advantages of the 
option of a space strategy of mortal risk over an alternative of reducing the risk of 


nuclear war through talks and agreements. 


Even according to the most "upbeat" estimates by the "star wars" advocates, the effi- 
ciency of a U.S. “anti-missile shield" would not exceed 80-90 percent. For an all-out 
destruction of civilization, much less than 10-20 percent of missiles breaking through 
to targets are needed. The burst of one percent of the now existin: nuclear missiles 
would produce a devastating effect equal to 5,000 missiles of Hiroshoma bombing type. 








According to scientists’ estimates, as a result of the burst of 100-150-megaton nuclear 
fuel -—- 11-16 U.S. "Titan" ICBMs -- over the largest cities of Europe, Asia, and or the 
Americas would bring about, apart from everything else, huge clouds of soot of enormous 
dimentions, which would result in an inevitable onset of “nuclear winter" on earth for 

three months. That period of time would be quite enough to do away with life on earth. 


Contrary to the assertions of U.S. General Abrahamson, there would be practically no 
difference between the bursts of twenty big nuclear missiles and 8,000 missiles. To 
the human race, anyhow. Any nuclear war with the use of ABM systems or without them 
would lead to the end of life on earth. 


Mankind should enter the third millenium with a "star peace" programme, and not with 
the “star wars" one. To prevent the arms race's spreading over to outer space means to 
remove the obstacle to deep cuts in nuclear arms and to complete elimination of weapons 
of mass destruction already in the current century. It is precisely such programme 
that the Soviet Union is suggesting to the world. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


SHULTZ' ATTEMPTS TO JUSTIFY SDI CRITICIZED BY TASS OBSERVER 


LD101651 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1530 GMT 10 Feb 86 
[By TASS political observer Yuriy Kornilov] 


[Text] Moscow, 10 Feb (TASS) -- The more resolute the protests of world public opinion, 
including U.S., against the militarist “star wars" plans worked out in the 

United States, the more actively and cunningly do they try in Washington to justify 
these dangerous schemes. The latest such attempt was made in an interview given to 

THE NEW YORK TIMES by G. Shultz, U.S. secretary of state. Praising SDI, he declared 
that it is the President's dream, allegedly, “to reach a stage when we could liquidate 
nuclear weapons altogether" and even asserted that this "dream" has played its part 


and had an effect. 


I will not go into what Mr Shultz calls “the President's dream" -- perhaps Mr Reagan 
really does believe in the “salvation” mission of “star wars." However, the fact 
remains that if anyone in Washington does believe this, then for every believer in 
Washington -- and this is clearly confirmed inmany statements by spokesmen of the 
Republican administration and by the U.S. press itself -- there are at least 10 cynics 
who have something in mind that is not at all like that which Mr Shultz interprets on 
behalf of the President. Some, understanding that an “impenetrable shield” cannot be 
created, are ready to settle for a smaller, limited antimissile defense which, in 
combination with preventive [uprezhdayushchiy] strike against other side's forces of 
vengeance, would create the opportunity for unpunished nuclear aggression. Others 
simply want to make money: Let us recall that the combined profits of 10 leading U.S. 
military-industrial corporations have increased 150 percent in the past 5 years and the 
Pentagon is now calling for an increase in funds for producing “ultramodern” armaments 
by a further 75 percent. Others are making foolish calculations that by drawing the 
Soviet Union into an arms race in space, its economy can be undermined. Others would 
like to increase the technical lead of the United States over Western Europe and thus 


keep it dependent... 


The following question then arises: If the whole point is really to put an end to the 
nuclear threat, is it worth taking the "faith" of a handful of “enthusiasts” as a 
guiding star? Why should the United States not agree in principle with the latest 
Soviet proposals: They provide a very much shorter, more direct, cheaper, and, most 
important, safer way of eliminating the nuclear threat -- the total liquidation of 


nuclear weapons? 


Trying to justify the current concept in Washington about guaranteeing security by 
means of a “superweapon" in space, Mr Shultz states further: "SDI is one of the chief 
reasons why the Russians are putting forward arms reduction proposals...SDI is not so 


much a problem, rather it is an asset to us.” 


1] 








In other vords it is a matter of instilling in the minds of the gullible that the U.S. 
“big stick in space” is not a threat to peace, but something like a lever enabling 
Washington to almost put pressure on Moscow, inducing it to hold talks. 


Nothing could be further from the truth! We should recall in this connection that from 
the very moment when the plans for “star wars" preparations vere meie public in the 
United States, the Soviet Union not only repeatedly pointed out the extreme danger of 
those plans, but stressed most definitely and with utter clarity that if Washington does 
not abandon its hopeless attempts to acquire military superiority by transferring the 
arms race into space, the Soviet Union will be forced to answer in a corresponding 
fashion to those attempts. And it would be a rapid and less expensive answer than the 
U.S. program, an answer which would completely neutralize the electronic space “star 
wars” machine being created by the Americans. Would the Americans really feel more 
comfortable if Soviet weaponry were also added to the echelons of space weapons that are 
being planned by Washington? 


However, it is appropriate to repeat this again and acain, such a turn of events, if it 
were to happen, would be counter to the intentions of the Soviet Union. Our political 
chotce is not to step up the material preparstions for war by spiralling the arms race 
on earth and in space, but by force of argument, by force of example, and by force of 
common sense to do everything possible to alter the dangerous course of international 
affairs. It is precisely this that the package of new, broad-acale Soviet initiatives 
is atmed: The Soviet Union proceeds from the point that although the differences between 
tve Soviet Union and the United States, between Fast and West are enormous, the mutual 
links and interdependence that we have between us are just as great and the acuteness of 
the current moment does not leave the leaders of the Soviet Union and the United States, 
or the peoples of both countries, any other alternative than to grasp the great 

science of living together. 


In a word, from whatever angle you approach it, Mr Shultz just cannot make both ends 
meet, when, attempting to depict black as white, he advertises SDI as somehow beine to 
Washington's political “credit.” This program -- the implementation of which, 
incidentally, would cost the U.S. taxpayer at least $2 trillion -- is, using the 
terminology of the U.S. secretary of state, not to Washington's “credit,” but an obvious 
debit, for the accelerated preparations for the militarization of space which are 
continuing in the United States demonstrate again and again to the whole world that the 
U.S. ruling circles do not wish to give up strong-arm methods in politics and 

attempts to gain military superiority at any price, while their assurances that they 
desire ° fruitful dialogue and arms control remain, up until now at any rate, nothing 
more than rhetoric, which is not backed up by practical deeds... 


Thus, the question arises: What would those in the United States like to work toward, 
those who, not wishing to look at the international realities in a new way, from a 
stance of common sense and realism continue to stake on a nuclear-space fist? Waving 
such a fist has thus far led to nothing apart from a most dangerous stepping up of 
international tension and an increase in the threat to the security of all countries, 
including the United States. And one could expect nothing else from the militaristic 
line of preparing for “star wars," however hard Mr Shultz tries to prove the opposite... 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TASS ANALYST CHERNYSHEV OUTLINES THREAT POSED BY SDI 


70101858 Moscow TASS in English 1847 GMT 10 Feb 86 


[Text] Moscow, February 10 TASS -- Viadmiri Chernyshev, TASS military newe analyst, 
writes: The Soviet Union is deeply convinced that the “star wars" program incréases 
the threat of war, and can make it probable at a certain stage. 


This is the evaluation given by Mikhail Gorbachev in his answers to the questions of 
the newspaper L'HUMANITE. 


This danger increases because of a number of factors. First as a result of the wide- 
spread illusions of its own invulnerability and that it is possible to launch the first 
nuclear strike from beyond a space “shield” and to prevent or, at least, weaken a 
counterstrike down to an “acceptable level,” a notion, which is a product of wishful 
thinking. 


Second, in connection with the changes in the material basis of the military potential 
of the sides and the disappearance in this connection of the very notion of strategic 
stability, the turning of the present-day strategic balance into a strategic chaos. 


And, third, as a result of an error or disrepair of highly sophisticated computer 
systems. 


As a result of the deployment of space strike weapons a situation would emerge when 
decisions of fundamental significance and irreversible in their consequences would be 
taken, as a matter of fact, by electronic computers without participation of human 
intellect, political will, without taking into account the criteria of morality and 
ethics. In such a situation mankind would become hostage of machines and, consequently, 
of disrepair in them or of their malfunctioning. It is impossible to foretell al! 
circumstances, which such a “star wars” system could encounter in reality, but it can 

be tried and checked only in the conditions, in which it is designed to function, i.e. 
in the conditions of war. Even the slightest failure of the system will lead to nuclear 
war and there will be no “going back" to repair the faulty equipment and analyze the 
situation. 


Apart from the errors of computers themselves. war can break out simply because of solar 
activity blinding all pick-ups or because of false effects simulated by the northern 
lights. A satellite falling to pieces can be mistaken by a pick-up for an approaching 
nuclear warhead, and fire on a gas pipeline in the territory of the confronting side -- 
for the start of a ballistic missile, etc. 
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is high time official Washington should realize, at long last, 
weapoas, which can explode the whole world, and which, even with most careful “concern” 


that it deals with 
them it will be unable to keep in check. 


The aspiration to “hang” strike weapons 
ver the earth will, as former U.S. Secretary of Defence H. Brown said, lead to a 
nightmare, which we will turn over to our children into the 2lst century. 


Mankind 
should enter that century neither without space nor without nuclear weapons, and in 
general, without any mass destr=-tion weapons. jsentence as received] 

‘TORS 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


SOVIET SPECIALISTS DISCUSS SDI, ARMS CONTROL 
LD061334 Moscow in English to North America 0001 GMT 6 Feb 86 


{Studio discussion presented by unidentified moderator with arms control specialists 
Dr Grigoriy Khozin, Yuriy (Katasonov), Lev Semeyko and PRAVDA correspondent Viadimir 


Bol shakov | 


[Fxcerpts] [Announcer] The Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev's statement on issues of 
nuclear disarmament until the year 2000 contains a three-stage plan to climinate both 
nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles within the next 15 years. Today we bring you 
the second discussion in the series. Were is Lev Semeyko: 


[Semeyko] In the new Soviet initiative, the problem of nonmilitarization of space i: 
linked with the issue of nuclear disarmament. In the light of the Soviet proposal, 

the SDI program becomes pointless. Why develop space weapons if 15 years later there 
won't be left any arms against which, according to Washington, they are being developed 
Why should hundreds of combat stations with laser and particle beam weapons fly above 


our heads? 
[Announcer] Now the view of Dr Grigoriy Khozin. 


[Khozin] The USSR links nuclear disarmament with the issue of banning space weapons, 
otherwise its plan will be a half-measure. It would simply be impossible to carry out. 
How is it possible to speak of eliminating arms and, at the same time, to insist on 
develoyving new systems of weapons? This is a serious, profound proposal and it must 
cover the entire range of techical activity. 


[Announcer] Yet the United States cluims that these are defensive and not offensive 
weapons. Why does the USSR oppose their development so insistently, then? After all, 
if these weapons are not offensive as the Washington leaders point out, let them be 
developed, for the Soviet Union says it's high time to start trusting one another. 


Dr Grigoriy Khozin: 


[Khozin] The United States view is that this is developing defensive weapons which wil! 
make nuclear arms useless and and obsolete. Let's allow that for a moment. Some time 
ago West German specialist analyzed about 600 documents that have appeared in the 
United States over the SDI, starting with government papers and ending with work by 
private groups. The West German scientists have drawn this conclusion: The SDI ins 

@ program that is not oriented to peace; it is ortented to solving political problem: 
by military means. This program cannot permit largely reaching the objective that the 
President speaks publicly about. [Sentence as heard!) Even if we take the former line 
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of reasoning, we cannot agree with the claims by some American researchers that the 
development of even defensive weapons, if we allow that fo: a moment, does not amount 
to raising the levels of the combined military capobilities of the country. It has also 
been recognized already that a system like the SDI cannot ensure 100 percent protec- 
tion; therefore, hard as others try to convince us of its defensive nature, the systen 
will be meaningful and will justify the trillions of dollars spent on i- only if the 


count ry that has it will deliver the first nuclear strike on nuclear facilities of the 


adversary meant for retaliation. The SDI system will then be able to weaken addit ion- 


ally an already weakened retaliatory strike. 


Our orientation to a ban on nuclear arms is to rule out the chance of a situation devel- 
oping when one side, having placed defensive weapons at its disposal, can afford count- 
ing on success in such an adventure. I must also note that defensive means have 


always provoked the development of new offensive arms. the SD! instigates the arms 


race. It creates distrust and because of being complex, enhances the danger of cuclear 


war starting by accident. 


[Announcer] If the SDI is so dangerous both for the Soviet Union and for the United 
States to the same extent, who is reaily interested in carrying it out? Who is really 
trying to prove that the SDI will help rid the world of the nuclear menace? Here is 


Yuriy (Katasonov). 


(Katasonov] The only quarter truly interested in the SDI are the mighty 
military industrial corporations of the United States. They are doing their 
best to conceal the truth formulated back in ancient times by the Roman 

orator Cicero, who said that money was the motive force of war. Talking 

about a window of vulnerability, about a Soviet peril, the military-industrial 
complex has taken away from the Americans $2 trillion since 1980. To this 
very day some United States politicians keep claiming that this window of 
vulnerability has not been closed yet. The arms race goes on and more 
statements are made about the United States lagging behind it. The 
military-industrial complex does not wish to stop the process of the arms 
race. We can now see that more trillions of dollars are considered for 
spending. The idea is to carry through the SDI, which will allow the munitions 
concerns to get guaranteed profits for several more decades. 


[Announcer] And now a point raised by Viadimir Bolshakov: 


[Rolshakov] We can see there are influential quarters in the United States that like to 
secure super profits for themselves in the future. The military-industrial complex is 
doing its utmost to rally public opinton disarnament. [sentence as heard]. The mono- 
polies that get away with selling to the Pentagon ordinary hammers at $20 or $60 apiece 
are looting their fellow citizens. Understandably, this cannot go on for long. An 
economy even as powerful as that of the United States cannot be constantly overstretched 


under the effect of the arms race. 


[Announcer] How does the arms race influence the American economy? 


Viadimir Bolshakov: 
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|[Bolshakov| Compare two figures; the $2 trillion that have already been spent on the 
ares race in the past 5 years and the $2 trillion of the United States federal! debt 
The arms race is pushing the United States to bankruptcy aod its economy to a breakdown. 
The deficit is mounting. The Americans are getting poorer. Advocates of the arms race 
claim the race is built for the economy. If that is true, the aftere‘fects of using 
dope are the same for the economy as for artifictally stimulating an athlete; decline, 
cxhaustion and semi-coms. for cach billion dollars invested tn the aunittons Industry, 
it's possitie to create 75,000 jobs. But double that figure can be created in the 


civilian industries. 


The Americans are not better off due to the arms race; their real wages decreased by 

ll percent between 1973 and "84. Official statistics show there are 8 million jobless 
in the United States now, but one in four Jobless draws an uneeployment benefit. Near- 
ly 6 million don't gct it. that's equsl to the number of jobless without benefits 

3} years ago at the moment of a sharp economic decline when there were Ll million uanem- 
ployed. Thirty-three million Americans Live below the offictal poverty Line, but the 
SDI means record high spending in a fight against nuclear arms. The Soviet program to 
destroy nuclear arms offers a release of vast funds [rom the arms race to channel 


solutions of pressing problems. 


into 


[Announcer] Some political leaders in the United States claim the arms race 
is needed for national security in order to attain military superiority over 
the Soviet Union and to talk to the Soviet Union from a position of force. 
That is why allegedly sacrifices have to be made. Viadimir Bolshakov: 


[Bolshakov] But that’s an illuston. The United States will not be able to pet mill- 
tary superiority. The path to genuine security for the United States Liles not tn a 
search for new military technologies, not in whipping up the arms race, but in moving 


over to disarmament. 


The USSR suggests just that -- without impairing the security of either the United 
States or itself to ensure at the first stage, as proposed tn our program, security at 
lower levels of armaments and itr the Long run at the nuclear-free level. War cannot 
resolve the dispute between the two social systems. As a result of ouclear disaster 
there won't be anyone left to resolve what system was better. Many Western pol tcymakers 
cannot unfortunately overcome the barrier of distrust to the Soviet Voton that has been 
cultivated for years. Mikhall Gorbachev's statement says that the task of ridding 
humanity of the nuclear menace will have to be solved by people of our generation. 


[Announcer] But the tesue of the arme race concerns not only the USSR and the Ualted 
States, not only capitaliem and soctaliem. The consequences of the arma race are 
burdensome for all. The Soviet statement provides the alternative to the arms race. 


Viadimir Bolshakov: 


[Bolshakov] Nuclear disarmament would make the Life of humanity healthier. The arme 


race is having a disruptive effect, not only on the economy of the United States, but 
also on the world economy, on the international relations in all their aspects -- 
scientific, cultural and other contacts, the human morale and psyches. When I was 
staying in Geneva for the Soviet-American summit, children arrived there from many 
countries, including the United States. It can be gathered from what they sald and 
wrote in their letters that from their cradles they grew up in a atate of fear for 
their future. The human psyche, the human outlook is shaped amid this fear. We must 


not maim our children. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


SDI, DISARMAMENT PROPOSAL AIMS CONTRASTED IN SOVIET ARMY PAPER 


PM141624 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 14 Feb 86 First Edition p 3 


(Colonel A, Timofeyev article: “Ruinows Venture; the United States Continues a Polley 
\imed ot the Militarizarion of Space™] 


[Exeerpt ] Defenders of SDI frequently claim, demacorcically, that peace and etabilitry 

would be strengthened if the Soviet Union and the United States were «liault aneously to 

deploy large-scale ARM systems. But this is on unsound areument. In order to 
onvinerd of this, you have only to take a eober look, for example. at tedividnual 

rspects of such a hyporhettecal situation. Since tt is impossible ta practice te properly 

evaluate and comp are the effectiveness of auch evatems vith the imevitable difference. 
tween them, if is natural that, afraid of ending up worse of f, each atde would serk te 
trengthen its own strategic porential in the «pheres of both defenatve and of feasive 

mans. That ta, the stockpiling of weapons would contiouwe and atability would be 

unde rmined, 


Wwother fact is no less obvious, Civen parallel possession of large-acale ARM eyetems, 
1 “firet atrike” atrategy would prove preferable, aince euch o oteike tafifeted aimul- 
taneously <= beth at the enemy's ABM «ystem (particularly its moet vulnerable apace 
element) and at his territory -- would clearly benefit the attockting side, The 
weressor would deprive the enemy of a proper opportunity to withstand the attack and, 
t the some time, would retain the obiliry to parry o counterarctke. As «a reault, the 
deve lopment of events in the world would be totally wapredictable. 


llowever, talk of parallel possession belongs to the realm of theoretical arewment. As 
the fFocte attest, the U.S. architects of “star wore” do not, tn fact, concetve of any 
weh thing. On the contrary, by means of © breakthrow:h La the techmological ephere 
they hope to achieve a military advantage in spoce ond, at the same time, supremacy on 
earth. Everything atteats to the fact that Waehioeton hee agate decided to ourwlt 
reality. And the reality is thar each new U.S. threot to the Seviet Union has tavari 
bly entailed a corresponding decrease in the Loutter’'s own securtty. “...Tf we apeadk of 
this so-called technologteal superiority, which tt t« proposed te realize within SDI and 
thereby, place the Sevlet Uniun ta a difficeutt position,” M.S. Gerbachev pointed ont, 
“then...this is another d-luston. An anewer will be found.” 


The Sovier Union cannet allow the United States to upset the allitary equllibrtem to tt« 
faver. The disruption of al litary-astrategic parity is particularly dangerous now that 
the areenals are overfull of nuclear weapons. 
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In the past the Soviet Union has repeatedly caught up with the United States 
whatever types of strategic arms it has forged ahead with and, if SDI is not 
the red light, the Soviet Union will take the accessary measures this time o! 
However, the piling up of new pyramids of weapons is not our choice. 


The path whick the Soviet Union urmes people to follow is the path toward thy ot 
elimination of nuclear weapons throughout the world. A specific program for the 
elimination of nuclear weapons, calculated for a precisely defined period 
is set forth in the statement by M.S. Gorbachev, gencral secretary of the Cr 
Central Committee. At the very first stage of Its Implementation It is plowed th 
over the course of 5-8 years the Soviet Union and the United States wil! halv 

the nuclear arms capable of reaching each other's territory. 


It goes without saying that such a reduction is possible only if the Sovict Untonr 
and the United States mutually renounce the creation [sozdaniyc], teating, and 
deployment of space strike arms. Space must be kept peaceful and such arms mest 
not be deployed there. They must not even be created [sorzdavat|]. Fixtnr a padtoct 
to the resolution of this problem means not wanting to end the arms race on earth 


Unfortunately, the United States is continuing to step up its efforts to reali 
the misanthropic “star wars” plans. Washington politicians, who now talk so much 
about clear skics for mankind, are in reality working to literally cram the aks 
above our earth with strike weapons of unprecedented power. Al! thin teada to 
increased threat of war and, at a certain stage, could make it probable. 


Although it is planned to finish tmplementing the whole “star wars” venture only 
after decades have eclapsed, it will bring very serious consequences tn thy 

very near future. For, by implementing the “star wares” program, Wachtarton ts, 

in point of fact, deliberately working to wreck the present talka and to oullily 
all existing srms limitation agreements. In that case the whole wortd would {load 
iteelf in a situation of an uncontrolled arms race, strategic chaos, most daneeron 
undermining of stability, wntversal uncertainty and fear, and an tacreased rink 

of nuclear catastrophe assoctated with all this. 


fhe authors of the U.S. “star ware” program assign the 15 years remalning wnt | 
the end of the 720th century to “deltverance from nuclear arms” with the help 
the creation [sordaniye!] and deployment of the notorious space “shield.” Tw 
Soviet Union proposes totally curing the earth of tts nuclear ailment. Of course, 

the implementation of the Soviet program for ensuring equal security for all on 

the path of arms reduction ond (isarmement, right down to the total elimination 

all types of weapons of mass destruction, demands tremendous effort, tabor, perstaten 
struggle, and the breaking of thouwsend-year-old traditions. But, as M.S. Corhach 
pointed out in his replies to L'WUMANITE'’s questions, “The world simply cannot nn 
tinue to live and act in the old way when there is a real threat of auclear war.” 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TASS: U.S. CHARGED WITH ABM TREATY VIOLATIONS 


LD111636 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1605 GMT 1l Feb 86 


[Text] Moscow, 11 Feb (TASS) -- A briefing for Soviet and foreign journalists was held 
in the USSR Foreign Ministry press center today at which Vladimir Morozov, deputy head 
of the USSR Foreign Ministry press department, touched on certain topical aspects of 
the current international situation. 


He drew attention to U.S. violations of the 1972 ABM Treaty which have become more 
macked of late. One of these violations, V. Morozov said, is the deployment of major 
radar stations. Such a station has been deployed on Shemya island in the Aleutians, 
during construction of which elements tested with the goal of antimissile defense 
were used, in violation of accords. Construction of a Pave Paws type phased-array 
radar station is also under way in Greenland, which is a plain violation of Article 6 
of the ABM Treaty. 


The work which is going on now in thn United States with the special purpose of 
creating [sozdaniye] models of space weapons, to be followed by their appearance 
[poyavleniye] and deployment is contrary to this treaty. 


V. Morozov noted that recently the policy of violating the ABM Treaty has been taken 
up by the Government of Great Britain. This is shown by the plans to deploy a new 
U.S. radar station in the Fylingdales Moor region of North Yorkshire. Although, to 
cover up these plans it is asserted that what is being planned is a modernization of 
the U.S. radar station which already exists there, in reality it is a question of 
the construction of a project which is new in principle and of a totally new design. 


Thus, if these plans are implemented, the Government of Great Britain would be directly 
involved in the violation of the 1972 ABM Treaty. 


Concerning the issue of Soviet-Swedish relations, V. Morozov stressed that the Soviet 
Union attaches great importance to the maintenance of good-neighbor'y relations with 
Sweden. On the whole, the balance of relations between our countries is a positive 
one, he said. 


However, at the same time there are negative phenomena in Soviet-Swedish relations. 
At a time when noticeable changes for the better have taken shape in bilateral 
relations and when important visits and exchanges fostering the maintenance of a 
peaceful situation in Europe as a whole are to come, right-wing forces have launched 
a fresh anti-Soviet campaign. Swedish military circles are striving to intimidate 
the population with the notorious "Soviet threat". Such actions, the USSR Foreign 
Ministry spokesman stressed, act as a brake on the process of deepening relations 
between the two countries. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR HITS WEST EUROPE'S DEEPENDING INVOLVEMENT IN SDI 


British Role 


LD190024 Moscow in English to Great Britain and Ireland 2000 GMT 18 Feb 86 


[Excerpts] This week a new tound of negotiations is to be held between the Pentagon 
representatives and British Defense Ministry on Britain's participation in the "star 
wars" program. Here in the studio with me [not further identified] now are our 


observers, Nikolay Borin and Vadim Muchkin. 


[Presenter] The British press and senior NATO officials, Lord Carrington among them, 
have been saying there is no way of going back on the “star wars" venture and that the 
project cannot be abandoned now that it has been taken up. What are your views? 


[Borin] Indeed that idea is very much in vogue now and it concerns not only the "star 
wars" program. For instance, certain people begin to talk at length about the inevita- 
bility of the existence of nuclear weapons as soon as they hear about plans for scrap- 
ping nuclear weapons. The idea that something cannot be disinvented appears to run 
counter to every kind of logic. It suggests that it is the progress of time and 
technology and not political thinking that relies on force, that is piling weapons up 
and pushing the human race to a holocaust. It would be unfair to say that the progress 
of science and technology runs out of control. After all, it is under very tight 
control in the West. It would be unfair to say either that research cannot be stopped 
once it has got underway. It can. After all, some American and British universities 
have cut short research programs of great scientific and humanitarian interest and after 
all, big scientific teams have abandoned what they were doing to contribute to 


Take for instance a department of Edinburgh University which was, 


‘star wars" research. 
The outsize 


unt i] recently, doing advanced research into artificial intelligence. 
funds earmarked for the development and manufacture of new weapons slowed down the 
efforts of scientists to cumbat cancer, famine, or, for that matter, the effects of the 


drought in Africa. 


The next round of the Anglo-American talks on developing attack space weapons will very 
likely involve Britain still further into Pentagon plans, but the crux of the matter 
has nothing to do with political or cosmic inevitability, but rather with the political 
will of concrete people who are pushing the country in that direction. 


[Presenter] Thank you Nikolay Borin. And my next question is to Vadim Muchkin here, 
Britain, according to reports, will be involved in developing lasers for the American 
program and it looks as though this is going to be one of the cructal research and 
development undertakings under the "star wars" program. What can you say on that 


score? 
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[Muchkin] Indeed, this is going to be the central part of the program, but the British 
side stands little or no chance of getting out of it more than any American corpora-— 
tion will. Secondly, lasers are the most politically and militarily dangerous aspect 
of the "star wars" program. There is every indication that it is much easter to pro- 
hibit space weapons now than try to control such a destabilizing and dangerous system 
at a later date. And banning space weapons now is exactly what Soviet leader Mikhail 
Gorbachev has proposed. 


[Presenter] Nikolay Borin and Vadim Muchkin commenting on the new round of British- 
American negotiations on the "star wars" program. 


UK Firms Get Guidance 


LD191701 Moscow TASS in English 1625 GMT 19 Feb 86 


[Text] London, February 18 TASS--Britain and the United States have 
concluded amid strict secrecy a series of new agreements to flesh out 
their "memorandum of understanding" signed last December, which sets 
guidelines for British involvement in the U.S. “star wars" program. 


The agreements were signed for the U.S. side by Lt-General James Abrahamson, director 
of the “Strategic Defense Initiative" organization who has arrived in London, He also 
spoke before a large group of officials from British firms and research organizations 
interested in SDI-related orders. 


Reporting this, the newspaper GUARDIAN said that the agreements testified to London's 
political endorsement of the “star wars" project and that, in practical terms, they 
spelled out the terms under which British firms could compete for SDI deals. The 

paper said that the U.S. Defense Department was already planning to vet and classify 
the work of every British company and researcher commissioned to develop technology 
which could be used in "star wars". the Pentagon's implementation of those plans would 
mean that Britain would have to pay the price of its sovereignty for the conservative 
government's support to the U.S. course. In Whitehall they were concerned that it 
would spark off a new political row about the application of U.S. law outside America. 


Summing up the sentiments in British political and public circles, THF GUARDIAN said in 
an editorial article that Britain had entered itself on the list of SDI supporters 
without having made a serious analysis of all aspects and the possible ramifications of 

that program. Its realization, it said, would destabilize the situation in the world 
since the Soviet Union would be compelled to adopt corresponding reply measures. 


"Yoke’' of ‘Dependence’ Created 


LD191700 Moscow TASS in English 1620 GMT 19 Feb 86 
[Text] Moscow, February 19 TASS -- By TASS political news analyst Aleksey Grigoriyev. 


The London-based GUARDIAN newspaper found a very sore spot in the British-American 
relationship shaped by their cooperation under the "star wars" program. The paper 
writes about London's anxiety -- British officials are concerned over a real possibili- 
ty of a new wave of political protests against the application of American laws outside 
the U.S. So, why is Whitehall so concerned? 
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Gen James Abrahamson, who is in charge of the organization that will implement the 
"Strategic Defense Initiative", held a secret meeting at the Ministry of Defense of 
Great Britain. About 100 leading experts of research organizations, members of the 
business community of the country and officials from a special department of the 
Defense Ministry in charge of the participation in realizing the SDI were present at 


the meeting. 


A sertes of new agreements on enlisting Britain in preparations for "star wars" was 
concluded in the development of the “memorandum of understanding" sipned last December. 
These agreements, just as the main "memorandum," are a closely guarded secret. There 
is nothing surprising in that. A different thing attracts instantancous attention —- 
the U.S. (yes, the U.S., not British) Department of Defense intends to make a check 
and classify the operations of British firms called upon to develop the technology 
that will be used in the "star wars” program. 


That was the point where London began to feel concerned. And really, lucrative 

promises coming from across the ocean, solemn pledges concerning "equitable cooperation’ 
between the United States and Western Europe in the development of a so-called 
"defensive space shield," assurances about the "joint usc" of the newest technology 

turn out to be Washington's preemptory and proprietary plan to place the scientific 

and technical potential of the allies under control for the purpose cf an carly begin- 
ning of its military-space adventure. | 


To do that, the U.S. Administration is not only dangling a carrot before them but 

also reaches out for a stick. According to the INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE newspaper, 
the United States is now intensifying pressure on Japan in order to draw it into the 
realization of the SDI program. Some time back, Bavarian Prime Minister Franz Josef 
Strauss, the chief spokesman for the American lobby in West Germany, sald with frank- 
ness so characteristic of him: "I know that the American side Is annoyed at Bonn's 
contradictory reaction to the invitation to participate in SDI." Speaking at the 
beginning of February in Davos at a symposium organized by the "World Feonomic Forum,’ 
Richard Perle, U.S. assistant secretary of defense, expressed "surprise" over the fact 
that certain Western governments were of the opinion that they were doing the United 
States a favor by signing contracts in the field of SDI. Perle's "surprise" resembled 


something of a threat. 


Not surprisingly, the enlistment of new participants in the SDI program ts also ex- 
plained by the appetites of Western European arms manufacturing concerns which are 
prodding the governments of their countries into concluding relevant agreements with 
the Washington administration. Great Britain's British Aerospace, West Germany's 
Dornier and Messerschmitt-Boelkow-Blohm, France's Matra, Italy's Apusta and other 
corporate giants do not bother to conceal that they would like to get their own 

chunk of the space pie. But here ts a paradox that is a consequence of the realities 
of the U.S. policy toward its partners: British companies that will be awarded con- 
tracts under the SDI program, will face very stiff competition or even the terms of 

a ‘horse race,’ in the words of Gen. James Abrahamson, and as a result they will have 
to come up with fresh ideas in the shortest possible time, laments the London 


FINANCTAL TIMES. 


This means that "space cooperation” advertized by Washington is rapidly acquiring 
features of political rightlessness and the fettering of America's partners in SDI 
as far as science and technology are concerned. "Reagan's initiative is an attempt 
to fasten the Federal Republic of Germany to the military-industrial complex of the 
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United States, to increase Eonn's dependence on Washington which is not justified by 
the interests of security of the F.R.G. [Lt will no longer be possible to cast off the 
yoke of that dependence. tThe case in point, in the final analysis, is the policy of 
hegemonism with a heavy reliance on force," writes the West German DIF ZEIT newspaper, 
dotting all i's and crossing all t's. And really, there is hardly anything that could 
be added to that just assessment of American neoglobalisnm. 


FRG's ‘Evasive’ Words 


LD112044 Moscow TASS in English 2025 GMT 11 Feb 86 


[Text] Moscow, February 11 TASS -- TASS political news analyst Alexey Grigoryev writes: 
There is a tricky word in German, "jein", formed of "ja" and "nein", "yes" and "no". 
This word is used much by Bonn politicians, especially in cases when most burning prob- 
lems of the present are the point of the matter. 


The question of ending nuclear explosions is a patent example. Speaking at a press con- 
ference in Bonn on January 9, FRG Chancellor Helmut Kohl said this: "Both the Federal 
Government and the U.S. Administration have Long since proclaimed their fundamental 
interest in large-scale cessation of testing. To my mind, there is a chance now for 
promising talks on the Limitation and subsequent ending of nuclear testing and verifica- 
tion of this", 


Less than a week has passed, and the Soviet Union submitted for the consideration of 
peoples and governments the programme for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons 
everywhere by the year 2000 and extended its unilateral moratorium on any nuclear 
explosions for three months. 


What was Bonn's reaction to this complex of large-scale Soviet initiatives aimed at 
ridding humanity of nuclear threat? On behalf of the FRG Government Foreign Minister 
Hans-Dietrich Genscher said that the government “welcomes the stand" of the general 
secretary of the CPSU Central Committee set out in his statement and intends, jointly 
with the FRG's allies, to study the Soviet proposals thoroughly. It would seem that 
"no" to nuclear testing and nuclear arms has been said officially on the banks of the 
Rhine. Not so. Resort has at once been made to "jein",. 


Following the Washington administration which, through President Reagan, proclaims its 
"dream of ridding the world of nuclear arms" but refuses stubborn!y to join the Soviet 
moratorium on nuclear explosions the Bonn Cabinet talks ever more openly about the 
"need" to continue dangerous tests, On the demand of the parliamentary group of Social 
Democrats, the question of the FRG's attitude to the ending of nuclear tests was dis- 
cussed in the West German Bundestage late in January. The question was topical indeed, 
since prior to the debate, at a meeting of the Bundestag's commission on defence, 

State Secretary of the Bonn Military Department Lothar Ruel said that a certain number 
of nuclear tests will be necessary as long as NATO strategy envisages the use of these 
weapons of mass destruction, 

The selfsame Ruechl later said that practice firing with the use of U.S. "Pershing-2" 
nuclear missiles, disrupted by last year's accident involving such a missile near 
Heilbronn will possibly be resumed in the FRG next spring. 
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It gets worse and worse as it goes on. In an interview to the Austrian newspaper 

NEUE KRONEN-ZEITUNG the other day, FRG Defence Minister Manfred Woerner asserted that 
it is hard for him to believe the seriousness of the Soviet Union's proposals in the 
sphere of the elimination of nuclear arms and that the Soviet Union, allegedly, has 
not even stopped anything in the sphere so far. The logic of the West German war 
minister was simple and blunt as the Bundeswehr's song: The Sovict nuclear moratoriun, 
according to it, does not exist, and so there should be no American moratorium... 


This stand by Bonn is explained not only by its notorious "Atlantic", that is NATO, 
solidarity, but first of all by the decision of the FRG ruling circles to join in the 
preparation of the U.S. "star wars". 


Manfred Woerner made no secret of this, either. He declared again for the implementa- 
tion of the sinister SDI, which according to him “opens the possibility of achieving a 
new form of strategic stability". And answering the question if SDI will open an oppor- 
tunity to live in peace without the threat of nuclear arms, the minister said, without 
mincing matters: "I think this an illusion". And he added: "I believe that the com- 
plete elimination of nuclear arms as a result of SDI cannot be achieved, at least in 
foreseeable future”. 


Just so, Mr Minister. There is no need to beat about the bush. Having forgotten the 
bitter lessons of history, West German war industry concerns, including the aerospace 
giant "MBB" are eager to participate in the implementation of the "star wars" programme, 
Militaristic and revanchist circles of the FRG dream of getting hold of space weapons. 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl, leader of the Bavarian ultras Franz-Jozef Strauss and other 
influential politicians on the Rhine say that the FRG's involvement in the implementa- 
tion of SDI is “morally justified and necessary". And “star wars" cannot be prepared 
without the continuing of nuclear weapons tests, without upgrading nuclear weapons. 

Such is the truth and it cannot be concealed either by peaceable statements or by eva- 


sive words such as "jein",. 


FRG Claims ‘Euro-SDL' Possible 


LD171133 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1500 GMT 16 Feb 86 


{[Announcer-read report from the “International Panorama" program presented by Aleksandr 


Bovin] 


[text] It is to a certain degree easter for the Americans tomancuver in Purope because 
they have their allies here, the North Atlantic Treaty members, and the Atlantic disci 
pline. The Americans broke Britain first, as you know; now it is the turn of the FRC, 
Pressure is being exerted against that country now in terms of the SDI. And at the 
same time, negotiations on a sort of Furo-SDI are now being Increasingly actively con 
ducted. For instance, Manfred Woerner, FRC minister of defense, writes the following 
opinion: There is no need to wait for all sorts of laser miracles. An antimissile 
defense system could be created |sozdat], the minister considers, using the cquipment 
and technology which is already in existence or will very soon be created. This system, 
Woerner writes, could be deployed regardless of the hopes that the research currently 
being cerried out by the United States on the SDI program will yield anything new. — In 
is being offered is a whelly American sort of logic: Instead of 

is recommended that new weapons should be added, 


other words, what 
reducing the existing weapons, it 
describing them, that is, as defensive. 











Well, in the final analysis, where Furope is concerned, the Americans will apparently 
say this: In general, we are ready to take away our missiles, if you take away yours, 
but France and Britain object. They do not want to freeze their nuclear forces at 

the current level. Well, if one is speaking and thinking about the Americans’ reply, 
then on the whole, they will evidently agree with us in principle at the level, so to 
speak, of general phrases; but on all specific points I think that they will avoid 

positive decisions and seek some sort of way round them. (?The motivation for such a 
refusal is more or less respectable), but it is unlikely that they will agree with us. 


Portuguese ‘'Pandering’ to U.S. 


LD202337 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1730 GMT 20 Feb 86 


{Text] A seminar organized by the leadership of the North Atlantic bloc is taking 
place in Lisbon. Our correspondent Viktor Anikin reports from the Portuguese capital. 


[Anikin] The course of sessions at the seminar shows that its main task is to propa- 
gandize and advertise the U.S. Administration's so-called Strategic Defense Initiative. 
Portugal's defense minister, Ribeiro de Almeida, has assumed the role of advocate and 
defender of space militarization, and declared the readiness of Portugal's Social Demo- 


cratic government to -- I quote -- assist as far as possible in embodying the strategic 


initiative designs. 


The progressive Portuguese press emphasizes that the United States, not espectally need 


ing Portuguese specialists for tine materialization of the 
ing to involve Portugal politically in this new adventure and, judging from official 
Lisbon's position at the NATO seminar, is succeeding in this. Indulging the militarist 
appetites of the Pentagon and the U.S. military-industrial complex, the Portuguese 
Social Democratic cabinet is taking upon itself grave responsibility for the future of 
the world. This is totally at variance with the interests of the Portuguese people, 
who are more actively participating in the struggle for peace and for transforming the 


star wars" designs, is striv 


Iberian Peninsula into a nuclear-free zone. The speeches in support of the “star wars" 


designs that can be heard in Lisbon at present reveal the short-sighted and dangerous 
nature of a policy of pandering to the nuclear ambitions of U.S. militarist circles. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR: SECURITY TERMED KEY TO DISARMAMENT ISSUES 


LD201903 Moscow World Service in English 1531 GMT 20 Feb 86 
[Yuriy Solton commentary read by two unidentified speakers] 


[Excerpts] [First speaker] When was the arms race started and who beean it? The arms 
race began when the United States dropped atom bombs on the Japanese cities of Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki in August 1945. It has now led to a situation described as the nuclear 
deadlock. A mere fraction of the nuclear stockpiles accumulated in the world today ts 
enough to wipe out all life on earth and turn the planet into a desert. But the nuclear 
weapons are still manufactured and more and more nuclear weapons are put on production 
lines. The nuclear weapons are becoming more destructive and sophisticated and more 
difficult to contro]. The risk of a nuclear conflict by accident, techmical error, or 
irresponsibility is growing. Consider this example: Fvery year over 5,000 drug addicts, 
alcoholics, and mentally unbalanced people are dismissed from the American military 
personnel having direct access to nuclear weapons. 


[Second speaker] In other words, the threat of a nuclear holocaust ts now hanging over 
every home and every family. Is there a way out? 


[First speaker] Washington is hoping for a defensive space shield to be set up under 
the so-called Strategic Defense Initiative of President Reagan, better known as “star 
wars." In his recent State of the Union address the President said that the security 
shield will one day make all nuclear weapons obsolete and deliver the human race from 


the nuclear nightmare. 


[Second speaker] Let us assume that it is possible to build such a shield, although 
authoritative scientists, and among them American, describe that as an tlluston and a 


waste of money. 


[First speaker] Indeed, it will take decades to build such a shield and meanwhile, 
nuclear weapons continue to be made and grow in sophistication. In its new long-term 
directives the Pentagon named its top priorities as the “star wars" and offensive 
nuclear weapons. There can be no question of making nuclear weapons obsolete as far 
the Pentagon is concerned. 


as 


According to its plans, the offensive nuclear potential is to add attack 
space weapons capable of hitting targets in space and on the ground. Will 
that help people of the earth to Live in peace? 
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cond speaker] Well let's make another assumption. Both the United States and the 
Soviet Union hold defense space shields. Willi world security grow in that case? Let 
is hear the thoughts of the head of the chief staff of the Soviet Armed Forces, General 
Nikolay Chervov. Here is what he said in a roundtable television show. 

[First speaker] Gen Chervov is saying that even if we imagine that both the Soviet 
nion and the United States have built space shields, the situation would be extremely 
unstable and critical. Estimates show that even a very slight advantage of one side 

in the effectiveness of its space shield and in the effectiveness of its defenses will 
immediately destabilize the situation. Another important consideration here ts that 
the control of space weapons and the making of crucial and irreversible decisions will 


be done by computers. 


[Second speaker] This will make the human civilization a hostage of machines which 
liable to throw up faults and malfunctions. Speaking in the same televiston dis- 
ussion, Academician Roald Sagdeyev who heads the Soviet Institute of Space Studies 

eave this assessment of the consequences. 


ire 


‘First speaker] Academician Sagdeyev says that ensuring the reliability of such an 
ultrasophisticated system fromthe purely technological point of view is a problem that 
cannot be resolved. Computers will have to be developed storing in their memories 
instructions and codes for a course of action compiled in advance for the whole system 
to react to any imaginable situation. Such a system will have to take into acoount 
tens of thousands and even hundreds of thousands of bodies moving in space 

ind among them all kinds of dummy targets. The total number of such 

instructions will be of the order of tens of millions of display screen 

lines. It is a theoretical improbability to compile a file of absolutely 

correct instructions and account for every contingency. Even a test of 

such a system may lead to a tragedy like the Challenger disaster, only very 


much worse. 
(Second speaker] In other words, the so-called space security shield will not 
trengthen anyone's security. 


iFirst speaker] As a result, the whole world would be up against an arms race going 
head out of control, strategic chaos and universal uncertainty, and fear as the 

risk of a holocaust continues to escalate. That danger will be hanging over this 
meneration if the United States persists in its commitment to "star wars." The Ameri- 
cans are dreaming of getting out of the nuclear deadlock by means of new ultimate 
weapons and technical wizardry and they want absolute security for themselves and 
absolute insecurity for the rest of the world. 


let us take the political attitudes for a start. In 1982 the Soviet Unton assumed a 
unilateral pledge never to be the first to use nuclear weapons. The United States re- 
fused to follow suit. The United States military doctrine does not rule out the 
delivery of a first or, as Washington puts it, preemptive strike. The strategic 
nuclear misstles tt deploys in Western Europe and other parts of the world are designed 
for that very purpose. According to United States plans, attack space weapons con- 
ventently called a security shield should first of all increase the United States’ 
offensive nuclear potential by a factor of ten and give the United States a chance to 
launch nuclear aggresston with tmpunity against the Soviet Union or any other nation. 


There can be no security for the Soviet Union without security for the United 
States, and there can be no security for the nations of the Warsaw Treaty 
organization without security for the nations of NATO in this day and age. 
there can be no world security without their mutual security. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TASS POLITICAL OBSERVER DISCUSSES JAPANESE UNCERTAINTY OVER SDI 
1225 GMT 18 Feb 86 


_ 


LD181623 Moscow TASS Internationa! Service in Russian 


headline | 


["“What Does Tokyo Want then’ A: 


[Text] Moscow, 18 Feb (TASS) political observer Askold Biryukov writes: 


According to reports from tokyo, Japan's ruling Liberal -Democratic Varty has cx 
pressed itself in favor of Japanese companies parttcipating tn “research work" within 
the framework of Washington's so-called “Strategic Defense Initiative." (Fudzto), 

one of the leaders of this part ‘tated at a meeting with Leaders of Japan's Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs that private Japom compantes could be jofning in this work, 
“without walting for government be finally defined.” Moreover, as the news 
paper NINON KELZAI notes, fokyo is proceeding from “concern over relations with the 
United States" in the run-up to the trip to Washington by Prime Minister Nakasone, 
the trip to Japan by Pentagon chief Weinberger and the forthcoming meeting in 

May of the "seven" in Tokyo. Let us note that this is not from the Interests 


of preserving and strengthening peace, but from a "concern over relations’ 
with Washington, which has adopted a policy of implementing the “star wars" 


program, at whatever cost. 


wiil 


‘ 


In essence the decision of the ruline party predetermines the government's decisaton 
as well. Hitherto the latter has been occupying a cauttous position on taking part 
in SDI. While in principle expressing “understanding” as repards this program of 
Washington's, official Tokyo has been exing its feet on making a decision as to 
whether to take part in it and if it should dectde to do so then in what way. Ae tt 
evident, a decision was reached after thy return from a trip to the Untted Statea hy 


a second group of Japanese government rts which studied spectfie areas of tech 


= —_ 


nology in which Japan might cooperate with the United States on the SDI program. 

According to (Riodzi Onodera), a torelen Ministry adviser and the leader of thie 
LA) 

group, the group “understood where the emphasis was to lie." The decitaton by the 

Japanese ruling party on taking part tn SDT at a private level pave grounds for 

Schneider, the U.S. deputy secretar ‘i state to say tn London that having done so 

with the FRG the United States hopes to sten the relevant agreements with other 


potential SDI participants, includtne lapan, probably this summer. 


Now Tokyo is searching for a pretext for doing this. The most “irresistable' 
one is not missing the boat. The same Liberal-Democratic Party has stated 
that it “considers it necessary to speed up scientific and technical progress 
by taking part in SDI." Experts in various fields assert that SDI ‘research’ 
will lead to major technological breakthroughs and Japan desperately needs 
to be involved in them in order not to fall behind technological progress. 
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But indeed, what is at stake is not only technical progress. Technological breakthroughs 
al come about in the course of research connected with peaceful mastering of space. 
SDI is a purely military venture and one which is capable of setting mankind right back, 
if it doesn't actually put a question mark over man's very existence. 


In agreeing to take part in work on SDI, work moreover with a view to developing and 
testing new types of nuclear weapons, Japan is not only taking upon itself responsibtili- 
ty for destroying one of the conditions for strategic stability in the world. It is 
underminig to the very roots its own efforts, efforts being made by its representatives 
at the Geneva disarmament conference and in particular proposals on gradully putting 

an end to underground nuclear tests. We are not saying that work on SDI renders point- 
less the idea of concluding a treaty on complete and universal banning of nuclear tests, 
a ban which is favored by practically the entire international community. Japcn has 

its chance to say its piece on the matter upon which depends the fate of this community. 
Is it going to make use of the chance or will it be lost once and for all? 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR ACADEMICIAN SAGDEYEV OUTLINES SOVIET RESPONSE TO SDI 
PM121507 Moscow SOTSIALISTICHESKAYA INDUSTRIYA in Russian 9 Feb 86 p 3 


[Interview with Academician R. Sagdeyev, director of the USSR Academy of Sciences 
Institute of Space Research, by correspondent Yu. Knyaze: “What Lurks Behind the 
SDI Concept ?"] 


[Text] President Reagan, the Pentagon and NATO generals, and some U.S. politicians 
and statesmen are trying to convince the public in the United States and In West 
European countries that the “Strategic Defense Initiative” (SDI) ts dictated by 
concern for human civilization and for its security; that the United States has no 
intention of seeking military superiority, but only intends to create a purely 
defensive “antimissile shield.” What is the “Strategic Defense Initiative"? 
Correspondent Yu. Knyazev put this question to Academician R. Sagdeyev, director of 
the USSR Academy of Sciences Institute of Space Research. 


"There is a path that leads directly to the deliverance of mankind from the threat of 
nuclear war,” R. Sagdeyev said. “It is the path of consistently ridding the world 
of nuclear weapon stockpiles. This path demands maximum political wisdom and resolve 
on the part of each of the participants in military confrontation. It is this 
approach to the elimination of the danger of a devastating nuclear war that our 
country has consistently advocated. This is confirmed by the comprehensive program 
for the elimination of the means of mass destruction which was recently put forward 


by M.S. Corbachev. 


"But if one is setting out to preserve nuclear arsenals, the arms race, and the 
volumes of military orders received by the military industry, then, of course, 
this aim is best served by the ‘star wars’ program. It is already clear that the 
implementation of this plan will require the kind of funds never before spent on 


armame.vts. 


"The nuclear genie was let out of the U.S. bottle in 1945 and it can only be chased 
back into the bottle by a renunciation of nuclear weapons, not by new technological 
genies released into space. 


"The supporters of SDI give assurances that nuclear weapons and stockpiles of bombs 
can be rendered harmless and obsolete by a defense system which, allegedly, would 
be able to parry every missile and every warhead in the event of a nuclear conflict. 
As a physicist involved with modern space technology, I can say that it is a sheer 
utopia. In fact, even assuming (this is absolutely impossible in practice) that 
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the destruction of 99 percent of the warheads in flight is guaranteed, the remainder 
will be quite sufficient to ensure a destructive effect equivalent to thousands 

of Hiroshimas. Yet there is a considerable number of specific ways of overcoming 
this defensive shield. 


"So all this is nothing more than an illusion, although an extremely dangerous 
illusion. Indeed, instead of directing the quest for a way out of the nuclear 
impasse into a political channel, onto the path of talks, the ‘star wars’ program 
could cause a dangerous delay in the solution of this question, perhaps not until 
future generations come along. Meanwhile, the widening of the arms race and its 
transfer to space may make the process irreversible and a return to the negot tat ing 
table impossible. That is why our country is pressing so hard to prevent an arms 
race in space.” 


[Knyazev] Are there scientists in the West who are aware of the danger of the arms 
race? 


[Sagdeyev] Yes, and their number is growing. 


Their conclusions are based on serious scientific analysis, utilizing the achievements 
of modern physics and laser and computer technology. They are well acquainted with the 
technological options being proposed by the advocates of “star wars." Computer 
software experts say the computer system controlling the strategic defense would have 
to handle such an unprecedented quantity of information that there would inevitably 
be a vast number of errors. Usually, full-scale tests are carried out when developing 
programs for computer systems, even much more modest systems, for use in military and 
civilian technology. Only through tests is it possible to identify and eliminate soft- 
ware errors. But in the “star wars" program full-scale tests would mean a nuclear 
catastrophe. 


[Knyazev] And what is the opinion of sober-minded military specialists? 


[Sagdeyev] Military strategy experts, including a number of well-known former U.S. 
military men, have more than once expressed their view that the overall strategic 
equilibrium in the world, based on competition between offensive and defensive weapons, 
including space weapons, is extremely unstable. One of the main flaws in this stra- 
tegic opposition became apparent back in the sixties: It is that competition between 
offensive and defensive weapons would lead to an unlimited buildup of nuclear arsenals. 
The proposed space deployment adds a whole series of strategic instabilities of its 
own. After all, space-based elements of an antimissile defense can themselves become 


extremely dangerous strike weapons. 


[Knyazev] In their SDI propaganda, the advocates of “star wars” say that implementa- 
tion of the program would lead to progress in civilian spheres of technology and that 
all the expense would be recouped... 


[Sagdeyev] Yes, they do put forward these arguments. Of course, they may be spin-offs 
from particular military programs. in the event of SDI, strategic stability would be 
the first victim. But any benefit from the “star wars” program in terms of peaceful 
applications is very problematical. The point is that the technology needed for the 
destruction of remote military targets demands the creation of specialized, and I 
would even sav extravagant, technical facilities. For example, who would need, for 
industrial and technological purposes, to create a superlaser capable of setting ob- 
jects on fire at a distance of tundreds of kilometers and more? 
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[Knyazev] What would the socialist community's response be if the “star vars” program 
vas intensively deweloped in the capitalist countries? 


[Sagdeyev] First of all, I want to say the “star wars” plans will not work even if 
they spend many billions of dollars. But military technology could be improved in 
the course of the program's elaboration and this would require certain retaliatory 
measures based on the use of, among other things, new technologies and new ideas. One 
of the most effective forms of retaliation is the use of so-called countermeasures, 
that is, methods which would sharply reduce the effectiveness of the space clements 
of “star wars” and immediately demonstrate to the originators of the concept chat 
their efforts are futile. Potential countermeasures of this kind have been discussed 
by scientists and military strategists. They include a relatively varied collection 
of methods that are far cheaper thanSDIl. Ourcountry is in favor of the solution of 
all problems by political means and has demonstrated this in practice on more than 


one occasion. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


UK WINS SDI CONTRACT FOR NEUTRAL PARTICLF BEAM ACCELFRATOR 


Frankfurt/Main FINANCIAL TIMES in English 24 Feb 86 p 6 


[Article by David Fishiock] 


[Text ] 


THERE is a certain irony in 
the news that Britain's Culham 
Laboratory has won a contract 
to design vital components for 
one of the space weapons 
under development in the US 
Star Wars research programme 
—for a Russian invention is at 
the heart of the technology. 

The laboratory, part o the 
UK Atomic Energy Authority, 
will werk with the Los Alamos 
Netional Laboratory in New 
Mexico on a novel high-voltage 
accelerator for gcnerating con- 
tinuous neutral particle beams. 

Such beaens can strike at very 
long ranges, because they re- 
main finely focused in the 
vacuum of space and unaffccted 
by the earth's anagnetism, de- 
livering their energy deep 
inside the target. 

Farly in 1988 the partners 
plan to assemble at Culham, 
Oxford, a demonstration called 
Draconis an acronym for 
direct acceleration of a negative 
jon source. It will combine 
British and US technology in # 
type of beam generator which 
could be used in industry and 
medicine as well as space 
weapons. 

A very bright and continucus 
neutral particle beam could 
have a dual role in a future 

defence, say senior SIDI 
sciemists. One role was recog 


nised from the start of White 
llorse. A neutral particle beam 
could travel long distances in 
the vacuum of space, at close to 
the speed of light, without 
being distorted by the earth's 
magnetism, unlike charged. 
oman beams such as electron 
ams. 


The second role emerged in 
the Fletcher report to the US 
Government in 1983, which ied 
to the SDI programme A 
neutral particle beam should 
discriminate clearly between 
nuclear weapons and the much 
fiimsier radar decoys released 
by missiles to confuse 
defenders. This would allow a 
defence system to concentrate 
on destroying genuine targets 

Unlike laser beams, which 
heat the surface of the tarert, 
there ig no way of shiciding a 
target from «a neutral partite 
beam, says Dr Gerold Yonas, 
chief scientist of the SDI pro. 
gramme. “It heats and melis 
from the inside out It ts 
practically impossible to 
counter.” 

The Los Alamos scientists, ted 
by Dick Beurick and Fred 
Purser are developing a very 
compact particle accelerator, 
sinall enough to be put into 

. The heart of their tech 
nology ts a Russian invention 
called the radio frequenc 
quadrupole (RFQ), whic 
promises dramatic reductions in 
size and weight. 


Three years ago these 
scientists recognised that Cul. 
ham might have a kind of beam 
they could accelerate with their 
RFQ into a useful weapon. 


Culham was studying neutral 
particle beams as a way of 
injecting extra’ energy into 
JET, the Joint Furopcan Torus, 
a Furopean experiment in cow. 
trolled thermonuclear fusion 
adjoining the Culham Labora. 
tory. Neutral particle beams 
can be fired right through the 
intense magnetic fields envelop. 
ing the experiment. In this way 
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JETs designers hope to super. 
heat their plasma with an extra 
15 Mw of power 


For JET, Cutham's physicists 
led by Tom Green and Andrew 
Ilolmes have developed a high- 
voltage negative ton beam 
source operating at 80 kilovolts. 
It is part of a collaboration 
involving the JET team and 
French physicists at Fontenay- 
aux-Koses. Im principle, the 
source resembles an old 
fashioned radio valve, 
engineered to fire a pencil-fine 
beam of negative protons. Fine 
beams are needed to match the 
small “windows” of JET. 


Stability had been one of the 
big design problems for this 
type of beam. What excited 
the SDI scientists was Cutham's 
ideas for generating a very 
— beam, of a kind that 

ight be relied upon to per- 
form perfectly after a long 
spell of inactivity. 


Culham's design also gen- 
erates a highly ‘collimated 
beam; that is, it does not fan 
out like a torch beam, but 
remains perfectly parallel for 
long distances. 


The Draconis beam source 
will be about four times as 
powerful as these Culham has 
designed for JET. The plan is 
to develop the beam source to 
100 kilovolts and inject it into 
a new RFQ under development 
at Ios Alamos, which will be 
shipped to Culham in 1088 
Together, the two will make an 
accelerator about 4 metres long 

Culham already has a major 
test rig called the multi-mega. 
watt beam line facility, built to 
test the JET beam sources. The 
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physicists estimate it would 
cost the project about £5m to 
build this from scratch. 

When the accelerated beam 
emerecs from the RFQ, Culham 
has another task to perform, 
in designing the system for 
neutra’ising the beam. This can 
be likened to passing the beam 
through a fluorescent tube about 
2 metres long. in which xenon 
gas will strip off the negative 
charge, leaving neutral protons 
to emerge. 

The challenge here is to 
design a neutraliser which does 
not degrade the beam's bright- 
ness or sharpness. 

If Draconis is a success they 
wil] also need a way of dissipat- 
ing the 200 kilowatts of encrey 
they expect to produce in a 
beam only 2 or 3 mm in dia- 
meter. Carelessiy handled, this 
beam will do dreadful damage. 
causing explosions deep inside 
anything it may strike. Culham 
and Los Alamos plan to design 
a safe way of dumping the beam 
once they have made their mea 
surements. 


The goal of the SDI neutral 
beam programme is a high 
voltage accelerator small 
enough to be launched into 
space. The present target is a 
device which can be packed 
inside the cargo bay of the space 
shuttle. 

Dr Yonas is enthusiastic about 
the commercial spinoff from 
the SDI work He believes the 
large ion sources needed for 
the SDI programme will also 
find industrial uses in the sur- 
face treatment of large 
engineering parts to enhance 
surface strength, wear 
resistance or corrosion resist 
ance. These effects would be 
achieved by driving “ forcign ™ 
atoms into the metal: ton 
implantation 

Ile also believes the tech 
nology could be used to make 
a miniature accelerator for 
medical treatment, which 
deposited its energy right inside 
& patient's tumour. 


The Financial Times Limited, 1986 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TOP FRENCH INDUSTRY OFFICIALS ATTEND SDI BRIEFING 


Frankfurt/Main FINANCIAL TIMFS in Fnglish 21 Feb 86 p 3 


[Article by David Marsh] 


[Text ] 
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GROWING FRENCH interest in 
participation in the US Stratcgic 
Defence Initiative (SDI) was 
underlined last night when a top 
US official gave a_ classified 
bricfing on the research pro 
gramme to leading French acro 
space companies and Defence 
Ministry officials 

Mr Jolin Gardner, head of sys 
tems and battle managem.at at 
the Washington based Spl 
Organisation, was duc to give a 
dinner address to an audience of 
top members of the French de 
fence research establishment 

Those due to attend included 
officials from the Defence 
Ministry's rescarch organisation, 


and other technical experts from 
the armed services 


Companies duc to send repre 
sentatives included the state 
owned Acrospatialc, Alcatel, 
Thomsen and Bull clectronics 
and acrospace groups as well as 
leading software companics such 
as Cap Gemini Sogcti and SESA 


Other specialised clectronics 
companics due to be present 
were CIMSA, Crouret, Sogitec 
and TRT, and subsidiaries of 
the US Sperry, Rockwell and 
Northrop companies 


France has been alone among 
the major Western European 
nations in opposing the concept 
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of SDI on political and strategic 
grounds. But Mr Paul Quiles, 
the Defence Minister said last 
month he was itn favour of 
French companies taking part in 
SDI research opening the 
wav for negotiations on con 
tracts 

Last nicht’s meeting was the 
first large -scak occasion at 
which SDI experts from the US 
have been able to present the 
programme in Paris to French 
scrospace and defence repre 
sentatives, atthough several 
companies have already made 
private contacts with the Organ 
isation in Washington 

\ spokesman for the US 
Armed Forces Communications 
Electronics Association, whose 
Paris branch arranged the mect 
ing, said it was designed to 
help pave the way for such 
cumpani¢ets to agree contracts 
lie said about 70 people were 
due to attend 

Mr Gardner, who ts working 
on ways of arranging the com 
putercontrotled “Systems 
architecture” for a future anti 
shield attended a similar 
larger, meeting with UK indus 
irialists earlier this week 
French companics have specific 
expertise in military electronics 
which in some areas gives them 
a world lead 

/ 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TOKYO TV LATE REPORT: VELIKHOV SEES POSSIBLE SDI ACCORD 


OW201207 Tokyo NHK Television Network in Japanese 1000 GMT 20 Feb 86 


[Text] According to Moscow correspondent Kobayashi, Vice President Velikhov of the US 
Academy of Sciences, who is close to General Secretary Gorbachev, touched on SDI, th 
Strategic Defense Initiative, in his interview with NHK on 19 February. Velikov stat 
that if the United States should positively promise not to deploy weapons in space, thy 
research work could be approved. 


When asked in the interview what can be expected from the U.S.-Soviet summit this vear 
while the United States persistently attempts to promote its SDI program, Vice Pres! 
Velikhov said that it could be expected that accords would be reached on such issues 
the mutual suspension of nuclear tests and the reduction of intermediate nuclear for 


Touching on SDI, Velikhov further stated: We think there are some other ways, differ 
from those in the past, to reach an accord. That is, the research project can b 
approved for the sake of research. If the United States should confine itself to th 
research work and promise not to deploy arms in space, the Sovict Union might ei! 
approval. 


Such were the remarks made by Vice President Velikhov, and it was the first tim 
a high-ranking Soviet official had ever made such remarks on the U.S. SDI research 
project. 


Vice President Velikhov's remarks are seen to indicate that the Sovict Unfon, not inp 
change in the U.S. position on the SDI issue, intends to take a flexible att tituc 
the issue so as to achleve concrete and fruitful results at the U.S.-Soviet summit! 
scheduled this year. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


BRIEFS 


TASS HITS REAGAN ON TESTING--Washington, February 10 TASS--The U.S. President 
has stated that the U.S. should help forward the research and tests within 
the framework of the "star wars" program. He met in the White House with 

a group of journalists. Observers point out that it is for the second time 
in past several days that the head of the U.S. Administrat’on makes a 
Statement reiterating point-blank the intention of the U.S. not to confine 
itself only to the research within the framework of the "star wars" program, 
but also to test the component parts of that system. [Text] [Moscow TASS 

in English 2338 GMT 10 Feb 86 LD] /12858 


TASS ON WEINBERGER SUPPORT--New York, Yebruary 14 TASS--The loss of the 
space shuttle Challenger will not block U.S. pursuit of the Strategic 
Defense Initiative (SDI) program, U.S. Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger 
stressed Thursday in an interview with ASSOCIATED PRESS editors. He made 
it clear that if flights under the space shuttle program are not resumed 
within the next six months, the Pentagon might have to turn to alternatives 
for launching military objects and spy satellites. Acknowledging that the 
disaster could have an impact on several SDI projects, he stressed that the 
work on devising a partically space-based anti-missile defense has not been 
suspended, but is following the early schedule. The defense secretary's 
obsession with the idea of space militarization, despite human casualties, 
have caused bewilderment among the journalists. They made an attempt to 
find out whether the United States could accept an intricate space defense 
system like “star wars" in view of the accident that destroyed the shuttle. 
To this, Weinberger cynically replied, "I certainly don't think we should 
stop working on it because we had a terrible tragedy on the shuttle.” 
[Text] [Moscow TASS in English 1639 GMT 14 Feb 86 LD] /12858 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


TASS: ADELMAN ‘AGAINST’ ‘VERY IDEA’ OF REACHING ACCORD 
Adelman's Statements ‘A Trick' 


LD191837 Moscow TASS in English 1817 GMT 19 Feb 86 
[Text] Moscow, February 19 TASS -- By TASS military news analyst Vladimir Chernyshev: 


Kenneth Adelman, director of the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, made a 
speech in Philadelphia. His remarks were filled with affected elan, hypocrisy and 
distortions of the real state of affairs on the international scene. 


"This is a critical, challenging, am exciting time for us working in arms control. 
To borrow a mod phrase from the 60's, the whole world is watching us," Kenneth 
Adelman declared. Yes, the time is indeed crucial, the time requires responsible 
and constructive approaches and a sincere desire to crack the problem of ridding the 
world of nuclear threat, slamming the door to ovter space shut in front of the arms 
race, and reducing drastically the lethally dangerous weapon arsenals or earth. 


But what did the director of the U.S. Arms Contro: and Disarmament Agency tell the 
world? Where do his difficulties and worries lie? 


Speaking of the process of arms limitation and reduction, Kenneth Adelman stated: 
"L've been writing and thinking about it for the past 10 years and the fundamental 
questions and problems remain pretty much the same." It is appropriate to ask then: 
Who is to blame for that? Evidently, the answer to this question is to be found in 
Mr. Adelman's writings and pronouncements. For it is exactly Kenneth Adelman who 
made the “revelation” that nuclear arms reduction negotiations were simply a trick 
which the United States had to resort to in order to reassure the American people 


and America's allies. 


But at the present time the director of the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 
maintains that the United States devotes much attention to nuclear and space arms ne- 
gotiations. The next moment he “reveals” the true meaning of that “attention”: The 
United States is striving to reduce nuclear arms but it will not give up SDI, that is, 
"star wars” programs. Mr. Adelman says a path should be pursued “so that arms con- 
trol and SDI cca work together.” Yes, this is a trick, indeed, using Adelman's own 
words to ass«ert that the stockpiling of weapons to the space heights can be accom- 
panied by arms control, means to be a very low opinion about the intellectual 
abilities of one's audience. 


39 





Surely, the author of such a statement must be fully aware that without a ban on the 
militarization of outer space there can be no cuts to strategic nuclear armaments and 
that if the U.S. refuses to agree to such a ban this sweet talk about “the desire" 
to reduce such armaments is worth a farthing. Kenneth Adelman, however, does not 
understand another thing: Such a trick can no longer "reassure" the American people 
and America's allies. Likewise, he is not aware of the fact that he looks simply 
funny in expressing the hope that the Russians will join the United States in ful- 
filling the commitment undertaken at the Soviet-U.S. summit meeting with regard to 
the Geneva negotiations. It is Washington that demonstrates its reluctance to honor 
this commitment by blocking the solution of the problem of non-militarization of 
outer space, and in doing so, shows that it does not want the termination of the 


arms race on ecarth. 


Speaking of the large-scale Soviet peace program formulated by Mikhail Gorbachev in 
his statement of January 15, 1986 Kenneth Adelman did not take the risk of even men- 
tioning its poal -- to rid mankind of nuclear arms and other weapons of mass destruc- 
tion by the year 2000. The program -- “contains some potentially constructive ele- 
ments", while “other elements of that proposal are pretty standard Soviet fare." 


He seem to be totally unaware of the fact that the Soviet program is a vivid reflection 
of a consistent and principled peaceful course of the Soviet State which from the very 
start of the nuclear age has firmly advocated the elimination of nuclear arms. 


It is evident that the director of the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency fails to understand the fact that the U.S. Administration, if it is 
indeed committed to the goal of eliminating nuclear weapons, as is frequently 
affirmed in Washington, is given a practical opportunity to engage in that 
process in earnest, and not to use the coming 10-15 years for the development 
of new and extremely dangerous weapons in space. 


However, such Washington officials as Adelman are clearly displeased with the prospect 
of ridding mankind of nuclear weapons. They are against the very idea of reaching 
agreement with the Soviet Union. 5S», he keeps inventing all kinds of "arguments" and 
putting up artificial barriers on the road toward an accord: He totally groundlessly 
accuses the U.S.S.R. of "violating" the existing agreements, plays up the "problem of 
verification", etc., evidently forgetting that these frail sprouts planted by Washington 
have long withered no matter how hard American “hawks” were working to cultivate them 


with their speeches and all kinds of “reports”. 


"Hypocritical’ Remarks 


LD191650 Moscow TASS in English 1618 GMT 19 Feb 86 


[Text] Washington, February 19 TASS -- TASS correspondent Nikolay Trukatenko reports: 


Kenneth Adelman, director of the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, 
speaking in Philadelphia, has set out the U.S. stand on the arms limitation 
problem. He assured that the United States earnestly seeks to reach agreement 
with the Soviet Union on nuclear and space arms. At the same time he tried 

in every way to present the matter so as to show that talks between the 

USSR and the U.S.A. in Geneva are being ostensibly hampered by the Soviet 


side, and not by the U.S. one. 
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To any unprejudiced observer, however, it becomes clear from Adelman's speech who in 
actual fact puts the spoke in the wheel of the Geneva talks. This is seen first of all 
from that part of the address in which the administration's spokesman extols the “star 
wars” programme and proclaimed the U.S. determination to go on inplementing it. Contrary 
to the generally-known facts which indicate that the USA had conceived the programme 

for the purpose of upsetting the military-strategic parity with the USSR and of creating 
a U.S. first-strike capability, Adelman stated taht SDI is not a problem but rather an 
opportunity -- an opportunity not just for arms control but also for reducing the risk 
of nuclear war. The hypocritical nature of such assertions is also evidenced already 

by the fact that the United States, while speeding up the development of space strike 
weapons, is busy upgrading and building up its nuclear potential and, first of all, its 
Strategic forces. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR CONTINUES TO HIT U.S. RESPONSE TO GORBACHEV PROPOSAL 


‘Constructive Response’ Lacking 
PM121001 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 12 Feb 86 Morning Edition p 5 


[Valentin Falin "Political Observer's Opinion": "Washington Is Blocking Movement" | 


[Text] In meterology there is a phenomenon called blocking. This is when a strong 
front, usually of high atmospheric pressure, forms and hinders the normal seasonal] 


atmospheric processes. 


There are blocking phenomena in politics,also. But instead of occuring spontaneously 
in nature, they are created by man. Tension and conflicts take over from cooperation 
and detente; not because night inevitably follows day, but because of shifts in the 
intentions and views of people in power due to the fact that certain people feel more 
comfortable living in a black and white world. 


Here is a concrete example. Even on the Atlantic Olympus not everyone can understand 
why the United States opposes halting underground nuclear explosions on a permanent 
or temporary basis. Over to the West German representative: As long as NATO military 
doctrines are based on the use of nuclear weapons, Ruehl said, there can be no ques- 


tion of abandoning tests. 


A single sentence, yet more pregnant with meaning that any speech! It admits that the 
United States and its allies are the initiators of the nuclear arms race. It confirms 
that the NATO bloc is continuing to prepare for nuclear war and does not intend to 
restrict its “freedom” of action in that area. Finally, it strips off all the 
camouflage that has been used in the past -- references to “inadequate” or “unreltable' 
verification. Since the proposals put forward on 15 January by Cr’SU Central Committee 
General Secretary M.S. Gorbachev, which envisage international inspection [inspektsiya] 
as well as national verification [kontrol] such references are death rather than 


salvation. 


It is unpleasant, certainly, but there is nothing for it -- you have to reveal all, 

even if you risk your reputation. But it is a small risk: Deception in “democratic” 
circles is so common that it is more conspicuous by its absence, especially when it is 
posing as a “special opinion," as a sign of “deep thought," and, finally as an “honest 
mistake.” For he who does nothing makes no mistakes and consequently, he who makes no 


mistakes does nothing useful. 
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But perhaps Bonn has gone over the top in saying that nuclear disarmament or even 
partial measures toward it are incompatible with the doctrine of the chief imperialist 
military bloc? Alas, not at all. The FRG Government is merely shifting the boss' 
globalism from the major key to a register that is less of an assault on the West 
European ear. It is in the forefront of those who are trying to divert public atten- 
tion from the discrepancies between the Washington administration's words and actions 
which have become even more obvious, glaringly so, against the background of Geneva. 


No, it was by no means accidental that there was no hint of a mention of the November 
summit in Reagan's "State of the Union" message, delivered in Congress theother day. 
To be accurate, the purpose of the foreign policy section would be seen as the 
antithesis of Geneva. 


In Geneva the U.S. head of state signed a statement stressing the need to prevent a 
nuclear or any other war and to prevent an arms race in space. Two months later the 
same politician signed a draft budget pressing for a 75-percent increase in appro- 
priations for research on the “star wars" program and a 25-percent increase in overal] 
military expenditure in the immediate future. 


To stir the military-industrial complex, the "defense secretary's report" was also handed 
to Congress. In it C. Weinberger spoke of the “need to press for a continued review of 
the concepts we (the administration) have inherited" and predicted that “our (U.S.) 
strategists will be tackling this task for many years to come." 


According to Weinberger, solutions are needed which "differ substantially from the 
approach of those who concluded and proposed ratification of the SALT II treaty." And 
who, let it be said, acknowledge the importance of actual observance of the treaty's 
provisions now, despite the U.S. refusal to ratify it in the manner stipulated by the 
country's laws. Solutions are needed which will overturn all previous agreements and 
treaties which have entered into force, if Washington considers them to be an embarrass- 
ment either now or in the future. 


What the minister dislikes above all is the treaty of unlimited duration on limiting ABM 
systems. "If through painstaking research," he said at the Senate Armed Services 
Committee meeting on 5 February, “we manage to develop [razrabotat] a reliable anti- 
missile defense system, then, in my view, we should, without a moment's hesitation, give 
notice of amendments (to the ABM Treaty) and deploy the system." Deploy it without 
waiting for the USSR's agreement to a revision of the treaty, because the "negotiations 
could take 12-15 years." 


The period of 1 and 1/2 decades was not off the top of his head: According to U.S. 
estimates, it would take approximately that much time to switch from the current, 
strictly limited ABM to the projected, unlimited one. A period which the Americans see 
as the most unstable and dangerous. Therefore, the United Stater must play it safe and 
pretend that it is not breaking with the treaty and that, in turning everything upside 
down, it is only "modernizing" it and is maintaining "contact" with the Soviet Union 
before covering us with a space umbrella. 


"Strength," the defense secretary asserts, "is the price of peace. ...The weapons we 
buy today will serve as the basis of U.S. military forces many years after the beginning 
of the 2lst century." In other words, the hundreds of billions of dollars which the 
Reagan administration has already spent on the arms race and countless billions more 
which it is extorting from Congress must be put to good use; not spent on the idle talk 
which U.S. delegates content themselves with at international forums, talk about “lower- 
ing the levels of military confrontation by means of raising them." 
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Weapons are needed in order -- we quote the secretary's report -- to ensure that the 
United States and its allies have “guaranteed access to critically important raw 
material and energy resources in Africa, Latin America, and the Middle East," as well 

as safeguarding “safe transit on critically important sea routes linking the free, 
industrially developed countries to those resources and to each other," "vital U.S. 
interests in Asia and the Pacific,” and also “vital interests in Western Europe." As if 
all the land -- except that which belongs to socialism -- and all the seas vere on 
Washington's inventory; as in the olden times of open colonial piracy. 


In light of Washington's latest revelations one can hardly fail to agree with Secretary 
of State G. Shultz that “our countries (the United States and the Soviet Union) have 
irreconcilably different views of the world.” And although the secretary of state then 
stipulates that "the realities of the nuclear age demand that we (Americans) maintain 
constructive relations with the Soviet Union wherever that is possible without 
sacrificing our principles," that stipulation does not make much difference. How could 
anyone, without sacrificing his own principles, go along with U.S. globalism? Accord- 
ing to Shultz, in the seventies the United States “appeared for some time to turn aside 
from the role of strong leader and the situation in the world became more dangerous." 
The logic is extremely simple -- it is necessary to "restore the military might" of the 
United States, as the claim to superiority is officially expressed, and everything will 
be fine. 


Then U.S. diplomacy will once again acquire weight, since “strength and diplomacy are not 
contradictory; they go hand in hand.” That is also an integral part of the revision of 
"inherited concepts" which is designed to bring closer the realization of the cherished 


dream of establishing peace [mir] American-style. 


Peace which does not discriminate against any country or any people, peace built on 
trust, not on violence, a world [mir] free of the threat of destruction, because no 
nuclear, chemical, or other systems for the mass extermination of life remain in that 
world -- that is the Soviet idea, embodied in a concrete, constructive plan which could 
and should be realized by the end of this century, so that the new century, the 21st, is 
truly a new age. This would be a peace not only for the Soviet Union or for the United 


States, but for the first time a world peace. 


Washington counterposes peace and security for all to peace and security for itself. For 


the others, there is what U.S. imperialism does not particularly want or what, in its 
munificence, it hands out. An American-style world [mir] must be ruled by strength, 
mainly by strength and first and foremost, by strength. In the 2)st century, this means 
not only strength at sea, in the air, and on land, but strength in space also. Not only 
nuclear or chemical strength, but also laser, infrared, X-ray, and zenetic strength. 
Until the day when the blue-green planet earth passes through a high- or low-temperature 
hell to become a Mars, a Saturn, or a Jupiter. Apres nous le deluge -- that is the 
motto of a system incapable of finding a constructive response to the challenges of the 


age. 
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U.S. Silence Criticized 
PM121453 Moscow KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA in Russian 12 Feb 86 p 3 


[TASS correspondent A. Lyutyy "Washington Dispatch" for KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA: "Oh, This 
Russian Language...."] 


[Text] A few days ago President Reagan delivered the traditional annual “State of the 
Union” address to Congress. Just as in the past, the address generated conflicting 
reactions among U.S. observers. There was, however, one fact which amazed most of then. 
Lou Cannon, veteran of the capital's press corps and THE WASHINGTON POST's White House 
correspondent, wrote: “The President did not utter a single word about the proposals 
put forward by Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev on 15 January and envisaging the gradual 
reduction of Soviet and U.S. nuclear arsenals right up to their complete liquidation by 
the end of this century.” Proposals, which were affirmed with renewed force in the 


interview with L'HUMANITE. 


L. Cannon's amazement is understandable. The proposals put forward by M.S. Gorbachev, 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, were -- in the words of well-known 
Senator W. Proxmire -- “the most radical and far-reaching arms limitation program in 
history,” but official Washington maintains a bashful silence on them. The Soviet 
program generated a response in the hearts of millions of people who are tired of the 
danger of a nuclear war. And yet, the White House opts for silence. “One gets the 
impression that nothing has happened" -- these were the maliciously ironic remarks by 
New York State Congressman Thomas Downey in this connection. 


Let us be, however, totally fair to the Washington administration. President Reagan 
did say, on the day when the Soviet leader's statement was published, that the United 
States was “very grateful" for the Soviet proposals and even perceived some “const ruc- 
tive elements" in them. But almost a month has gone by and the world is still waiting 
for a serious, detailed, and substantive response from the White House to our proposals. 


By taking such a stance, according to prominent U.S. observer Mary McGrory, the 
U.S. Administration is “insulting by silence” the U.S. and other peoples who have 
seen a real hope for durable and long-lasting peace in the disarmament program 


presented by Moscow. 


If you were to ask Larry Speakes, Edward Dierejian, and other White House press 
liaison officials to clarify the reason for the official silence, they would begin 


a leisurely explanation to the effect that not everything is done in such a hurry 
and that the elaboration of a comprehensive reaction demands time and “supplementary 
details” which the Soviet Union has supposedly not yet supplied. These are the 
actual arguments that Larry Speakes has used on umpteen occasions at his daily 
briefings for journalists. He was undoubtedly helped a few days ago by the 
magazine U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT, which claimed without any embarrassment that... 
"difficulties in translating” the Soviet proposals from Russian into English were 
one of the reasons for the delay in the U.S. reply. 


Some pecple will, of course, believe these excuses, which are not too convincing. 
By no means all people, though. THE WASHINGTON POST wrote a few days ago that, 
in actual fact, the administration found itself simply “paralyzed” by the Soviet 
peace offensive and that “chaos reigns” inside the apparatus of arms control 


advisers. 
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Paul Warnke headed the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency in the Carter 
Administration. When I got in touch with Paul Warnke and asked him to comment 
on what some newspapers called the “deadly silence” of the White House on 

the Soviet initiatives, he answered clearly and without hesitation: "I 

think everything is obvious. Your proposals were totally unexpected by the 
administration. It needs time to gather its wits and present an ansver 

which would not just sound like an excuse. This is a complex matter, bearing 
in mind the deep-seated contradictions which are tearing the incumbent 
administration apart.” 


Let us make one thing clear at once: These contradictions are not of a fundamental 
mature. There is a group of officials who are implacably against any agreements 
with the Soviet Union in any arms limitation spheres. There are also others who 
believe that certain compromises in spheres where the interests of the two sides 
could share points of contact could be useful and necessary for the country. It 

is difficult to say which of the two viewpoints will gain the upper hand and whether 
common sense will triumph altogether. The forces of those who are in favor 

of whipping up the arms race at an even more insane pace are quite powerful. It 

is sufficient to glance at the draft Pentagon budget for fiscal 1987 which has just 
been submitted to Congress. It stands at almost one-third of a trillion dollars. 
No matter how thoroughly you examine this document, you will not find the slightest 
hint of even a flash of common sense. Everything is subordinated to the slogan 
"On with the arms buildup!" Primarily, in strategic and offensive arms. This 

is in addition to the almost double appropriations for work on the “star wars” 
program. Yet, President Reagan is still trying to convince the world that the 
Strategic Defense Initiative is for exclusively defensive purposes. People do not 
build up offensive potentials in order to defend themselves. 


lt is hard to foresee whether the administration's champions of compromises 
with the Soviet side will withstand the pressure from the military-industrial 
complex, for which any easing of tension in Soviet-U.S. relations is like a 
red rag to a bull. President Dwight Eisenhower proved to have been a wise 
prophet when he warned Americans on 17 January 1961 about the "grave conse- 
quences" of the too powerful influence exerted by the U.S. military-industrial 
complex on the country's politics. "In the government sphere," he handed 
down to his compatriots, “we must guard against the military-industrial 
complex gaining an unjustifiably powerful influence." Is today's President 
thinking over his predecessor's words? 


The United States is now discussing the Soviet proposals with tits allies. There are 
rumors in Washington that opportunities do exist for certain moves in the sphere of 
reducing the numbers of medium-range missiles in Purope. 

Well, let ue be patient and wait and see how the administration wi.i respond to the 
Soviet ¢ -nament program. The White House has no right to “insult with silence” the 
poopie ve world, who expect from responsible governments not cxpresstons of 
“orati but specific deeds along the path of averting the threat of nuclear 


annitilscion that is now hanging over all of us. 
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"Took West By Surprise’ 
LD141407 Moscow World Service in English 0710 GMT 14 Feb 86 


[Spartak Beglov commentary] 


[Text] President Reagan's State of the Union message is the first major political 
pronouncement by a Western leader following General Secretary Gorbachev's statement of 
15 January in which he offered a bold 15 year plan for scrapping nuclear weapons plus 
other disarmament measures. Mr Reagan's message gave not the slightest hint as to 
America’s official reaction to the plan. This is what Spartak Beglov of the NOVOSTI 


PRESS AGENCY writes about it: 


This is surprising, to say the least, in view of the widespread public support for the 
Soviet proposals. The Soviet nuclear disarmament plan obviously took the governments 


of the West by surprise. 


And this time they cannot shrug it off as another Soviet propaganda ploy because in the 
eyes of millions of concerned people, it looks a very real thing. The Sovict plan 
presents a definite schedule for eliminating nuclear weapons with careful and balanced 
provisions for the security interests of other nuclear states and for fully controlling 


the disarmament process. 


so why the prolonged silence on the part of NATO country governments? If one assumes 
that the main reason for this silence is the need for a careful study and exchange of 
views within the Western alliance, then it may be a good omen. But, unfortunately, 

the indications are just the opposite, namely that this delay is meant to give the 
vested interests a chance to fill the vacuum in the Western position with all sorts of 
artificial objections zgainst a radical solution of the disarmament issue. It's an old 
tactic to prevent a sound disarmament idea from being realized by presenting the pub) ic 
with an accomplished fact. This is exactly what the Pentagon chief is doing when he 
claims that his military machine can't afford to go on without further nuclear tests. 
This is exactly what Mr Reagan is doing when in his State of the Union meassape he 
insists ou creating a security shield, which is a codename for the “star wars” project. 
He actually wants us to believe that spending billions of dollars on a highly explosive 
astrocupola can one day render nuclear weapons obsolete. 


There's a much safer, cheaper, and shorter way to achieve that: Start getting rid of 
nuclear weapons now and that is what the Soviet plan means to achieve before we enter 
the next century. Soviet readiness to start the realization of this most profound 
aspiration of humanity is evident, while the West still has to give a clear-cut answer. 


U.S. Considers Varied Responses 
12170025 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1500 GMT 16 Feb 86 


[From the “International Panorama” program presented by Aleksandr Bovin) 


[Text] Hello, comrades. Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's statement, containing a 15- 
year plan for the elimination of nuclear armaments in stages, was announced exactly 

l month ago. Mikhail Sergeyevich addressed all peoples, all governments, but all the 
game, the main addressee was, understandably, the United States of America. Precinely 
thie main addressee, has not yet replied to the Soviet proposals. 
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the general feeling in Washington at the beginning of the year was more or less that 


because the 27th CPSU Congress is approaching, it is improbable that any major foreign 


policy ideas will be formed in Moscow. 


However, it turned out otherwise and the Soviet initiative itself, writes Ian 
Davidson in THE FINANCIAL TIMES, was totally unexpected both in terms of 
scale and timing. This has clearly stunned the entire West. Silence and 
incomprehensible utterances provide evidence for this. The twaddlers in 
strategic circles are clearly speechless. This was truly unexpected for them 
and the U.S. papers now report that three different versions, three different 
approaches to Soviet proposals, three different ways of answering them are 


competing against one another. 


Here is Weinberger's version, that is, the Pentagon's: The Soviet proposals are 


sheer propaganda and enerally speaking, there is practically nothing in the U.S. 
position that need be altered in connection with them. And there is Adelman's version, 
that of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. On the whole, to give a positive 
answer on the issue of Euromissiles, proposes Adelman, it is necessary to suggest 

that the Soviet Union reduce by another 50 percent its SS-20's in Asia. And then 
there is Shultz from the State Department. On the whole, he agrees with Adelman and 


it would be possible for both sides to confirm adherence to the ABM 


adds that 
yet been 


lreaty. So, these are the three versions. The selection, however, has not 
made. The arguments are going on and on in the meantime. 

Special presidential and secretary of state aides on the issues of disarmament 
Paul Nitze and Edward Rowny have been sent to Western Europe and Asia to 
consult with allies and friends; both are well-known U.S. political figures. 
Formally, they are having consultations on how to respond to Soviet proposals. 
But in essence, they have repeatedly been defending the U.S. stance, which 
rigidly insists on continvation of the "star wars" program. This was what 
Rowny was hawking around Australia and China, where, in my opinion, he was 
not very warmly received. He was, of course, in Japan, also. 


Allies Take ‘Cover Behind Wall of Silence’ 
LD171853 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1548 GMT 17 Feb &6 


[From "The World Today" program presented by Igor Kudrin] 


[Text] The United States and the North Atlantic bloc, after high-level consultations 
on the latest Soviet proposals, have taken cover behind a wall of silence. 


This is a quotation from the British newspaper THE GUARDIAN, I have not selected it 
accidentally; in my view the paper's Brussels correspondent has fcund a very accurate 
definition of the West's position -- a wall of silence, Indeed, 15 February was exactly 


1 month since the publication of Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's statement. 


The days go by, but there is no response from across the ocean, although headlines of 
the type "The United States Plans a Positive Response to the Soviet Proposals" are not 
fading from U.S. newspapers. As yet, they are only planning. Of course, the package 
of major initiatives from the Soviet Union require serious and deep analysis and study. 
In addition, Washington needed to consult with Bonn and Paris, London and Brussels, 


Tokyo and Beijing. All of this is understandable, but the days inexorably go by. 
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At the end of January, THE WASHINGTON POST wrote that the Soviet arms control proposal 
which was both thorough and sharp, forced the White House to move onto the defensive 
The (?reactionaries’) camp has a!so gone to ground for a bit: The Soviet Union's pro- 
posal to enter the 2lst century without nuclear and chemical weapons has had too im- 
pressive an effect on millions of people. But while Washington delays its response, the 
right-wing politicians and the press are continually moving to the attack. Fantasies 
have again come into circulation. Pentagon chief Weinberger said: The Soviet proposal 
is basically a propagandistic gesture and there is no need to change anything in U.S 
policy. They try to hush up, or at times distort, the essence of certain important 
clauses in the statement. They even go as far as forgery and deception: Supposedly 

the Soviet Union is prepred to sign a perfectly insignificant agreement, while President 
Reagan does not have to renounce his Strategic Defense Initiative. 


We knew in advance that our proposals would not be tc the liking of some in the West. 
Detente still has many enemies. However, they are increasingly in the minority. A re- 
cent U.S. public opinion poll demonstrated that 74 percent of Americans support the 
USSR's proposal for the liquidation of nuclear weapons by 2000. Indeed, the West has to 
give a response before its own peoples. I would like to be an optimist and believe that 
the U.S. side will yet give a positive response. Herbert Wells wisely noted: If we do 
not put an end to war, war will put an end to us. 


Response Will Show ‘True Face' 
LD171835 Moscow TASS in English 1827 GMT 1/7 Feb 86 


[Text] Moscow, February 17 TASS -- TASS military news analyst Vladimir Chernyshev 
writes: 


The package of far-reaching Soviet peace initiatives set forth in a statement by 
Mikhail Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, has been summed 
up in the world as "a comprehensive blueprint for peace,” “a prescription for 
survival" and “the sole cure for the nuclear disease." It offers a realistic prospect 
for delivering the planet from nuclear weapons by the year 2000. 


The complete elimination of Soviet and U.S. medium-range missiles in the Furopean zone 
can mark a first step on this noble path, a first “course of treatment for the nuclear 


disease." 


The Soviet leadership has explained that its proposal on this issue is not accompanied 
by any conditions, except a renunciation by Britain and France of their buildup of 
corresponding nuclear weapons and a commitment by the United States not to transfer 
its missiles, either strategic or medium-range, to other countries. 


Everything seems to be clear and definite in this proposal. It takes into account the 
interests of all those who are interested in fact rather than in words in real progress 


towards ridding the European continent of nuclear arms. 
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Such proposals, U.S. Congressman Gerry Studds remarked bluntly, could not be easily 
turned down by the United States. This is because of the fact that if Washington keeps 
rejecting all Soviet attempts to bring about detente, this will give the rest of the 
world every reason to believe that the nuclear buildup is the only language understood 
by the United States. The fact apparently has been realized in Washington, which 
perhaps explains why U.S. Administration officials have of late been saying again and 
again that Washington is drafting a "response" to the Soviet proposal on medium-range 
missiles. 


But the substance of the response, judging by American press reports, clearly fails to 
show a desire really to advance along the road of eradicating the “nuclear disease". 


The West German newspaper FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE described the draft American response 
as a “revival " of the old “zero option". It said it will hardly suit the Soviet Union 
since the U.S. Administration will refuse to undertake not to hand over its missiles 

to other countries (and so will retain the possibility to supply Trident-2 missiles to 
Britain). The impression also is that Washington has already “persistently advised" 
Britain and France not to take any part even in the very first course of treatment for 
the “nuclear disease", that is not to agree to renounce the buildup of their respective 


nuclear weapons. 


Moreover, according to THE BOSTON GLOBE, the U.S. Administration's aim is to demand 
still greater cuts in Soviet medium-range missiles, while offering nothing in return. 
Specifically, Washington intends to demand an additional reduction of 50 percent of 

the Soviet SS-20 missiles in Asia without any accompanying cuts in the American nuclear 
weapons in the region. The attempt to revive the “zero option", and a “zero option" 
at that with changes for the worse, dooms the resolution of the medium-range missile 
issue to failure in advance. 


Some of the U.S. spokesmen are openly declaring unwillingness to reduce the American 
medium-range missiles in the European zone in any case. U.S. General Bernard Rogers, 
supreme allied commander in Europe, for one, openly voiced the apprehensions of the 
"hawks" when he contended that destroying medium-range weapons would mean that the 
Pershing-2 and cruise missiles, that is the weapons which, he said, were the binding 
link between European and American security, would disappear from Furope. 


His claim made it appear as if there were no "linkage" between European and American security 
before the deployment of U.S. medium-range missiles in Western Furope and the “linkage” 
will be no longer be there with the complete elimination of nuclear veapons. But in 
fact the general and other "hawks" are concerned about something else. U.S. medium- 
range missiles are first-strike weapons and are among the basic elements of the U,S.- 
propelled arms race, a “binding link" of this race. This is why some people in 
Washington are reluctant to see this link disappear because then the entire chain can 
come apart. But they forget in the process that their response to the Soviet proposals 
will show the entire world the true face, the true intentions of Washington. 
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Attempts "To Sidestep' Proposal 
PM191830 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 20 Feb First Edition p 5 


[Vaevolod Ovchinnikov "Commentator's Column": "Still No Reply..."] 


[Text] There has still been no official reply from the U.S. Administration to the 
Soviet proposals of 15 January. It is difficult to be openly negative about them. 
That is why attempts are being made to dismember and emasculate this targeted, con- 
structuve program and impose unacceptable provisos on it in order to deprive it of it: 
practical sense and at the seme time, create the semblance of some kind of “positive” 
approach to it on the part of the West. 


Without proposing anything concrete for its part, Washington prefers the role of some 
kind of filter -- to pick out individual provisions that suit the U.S. Administration 
out of the stream of Soviet initiatives and ignore their comprehensive nature. 


According to Western press reports the reply to the Soviet proposals has been discussed 
by NATO members in Brussels. It is clear from these commentaries that the U.S. delega 
tion took a hard line and by no means showed a desire to seek agreement with the Soviet 
Union. This applies, first and foremost, to the Strategic Defense Initiative. Accord 
ing to information from NATO circles, U.S. representative Nitze told the session parti 
cipants that there could be no question of rejecting the program and also expressed the 
totally unfounded opinion that the Soviet Union would make concessions on the matter. 


Washington is trying in every possible way to sidestep or emasculate the core of the 


Soviet proposals -- the idea of the total elimination of nuclear weapons. Sources 
close to NATO claim that, in Nitze's words, an “abandonment of nuclear means could only 
be possible if they were replaced by new types of weapons of equal force." In other 
words, before saving mankind from the nuclear threat they are thinking about a replace 
ment. 


Insofar as can be judged from the press reports the NATO members expressed different 
opinions while discussing the question of medium-range missiles in Kurope. Certain of 
them advocated accepting the Soviet proposals. Others sought pretexts for rejecting 
them. A freeze on British and French nuclear arsenals, they said, runs counter to the 
plans for their modernization, specifically the equipping of the British navy with the 
U.S. Trident system. Moreover, a fuss has been raised in the West European press 
claiming that the elimination of U.S. medium-range means would destroy the integrity of 
the NATO system of deterrence and would “decouple West Europe from the United States." 





In conclusion, let us return to the idea of the total elimination of nuclear weapon: 
The U.S. President loves to number himself among the adherents to that idea. I recall! 
how he persistently repeated to us Soviet journalists in the White House that the spac: 
umbrella would be launched only after the United States and the Soviet Union abandoned 
and eliminated their offensive nuclear arms. But these words were later disavowed hy 
Washington. And the press reports about the U.S. Administration's approach to the 
Soviet proposals of 15 January by no means show that the White House really wants to 
save mankind from the nuclear threat. 


/9604 
CSO: 5200/1264 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR: REAGAN'S STATE OF UNION ADDRESS AIMS AT ‘IMPERIAL POLICY’ 
PM110951 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 9 Feb 86 First Edition p 3 


[Review by V. Pustov: "On the Basis of Hackneyed Stereotypes," under the general 
heading "“Military-Political Review™] 


[Text] It seemed to be an act of divination when the LOS ANGELES TIMES predicted 
that senators and members of the House of Representatives would be stunned by 
President R. Reagan's “State of the Union" address. This is what actually happened. 
Many legislators, not to mention ordinary Americans, to whom peace and international 
security are dear, had good cause to feel alarmed. It did not go unnoticed by them, 
for example, that not a word was said in the message from the master of the White 
House about the program put forward in the 15 January statement by M.S. Gorbachev, 
CPSU Central Committee general secretary, to totally eliminate nuclear weapons 
everywhere by the year 2000. This is a program which has aroused benevolent 
responses throughout the world and which, if accepted by the U.S. Administration, 
would, to quote the Boston newspaper THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, begin a new 
chapter in the history of relations between the United States and the Soviet Union 
at the end of the 20th century. 


Here the question arises: Which chapter in Soviet-U.S. relations would the President 
and Defense Secretary C. Weinberger, together with members of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, like to open, the latter having almost simultaneously issued statements and 
reports on the Pentagon budget for fiscal year 1987 and on "the U.S. military posi- 
tion in the world"? Some of their anti-Soviet statements have a whiff of the bad 
memory of the “cold war." They attempt to validate their demands to continue in- 
creasing military expenditure and building up arms with a series of hackneyed anti- 
Soviet stereotypes and totally false accusations that the Soviet Union “strives for 
domination.” 


The President said he will insist on a “modest, but constant increase” in military 
appropriations. The real essence of the President's “modesty” has already been 
reflected in the fact that, under the present administration, U.S. military expendi- 
ture has increased more than 1.5 times. P. Kirk, chairman of the U.S. Democratic 
Party National Committee, noted that the policy of inflating military expenditure 
pursued by the present administration has meant that, over the 5 years it has been 
in power, the U.S. national debt (according to official data, it has reached $2 
trillion) has increased as much as it did “during the time in power by all previous 
presidents, from G. Washington to J. Carter.” And it is under these conditions 

that appropriations for military purposes have been demanded to the tune of $320.3 
billion for the next fiscal year -- for the Pentagon, the Department of Energy, and 
other departments. it is proposed to allocate $311.6 billion to the Pentagon, which 
is almost i2 percent more than the sum allocated in the current fiscal year. 
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What, one asks, is the purpose of the planned military appropriations? The answer 
can be found in disclosures by the Pentagon chief. [Lt is “to create an up-to-date 
military potential capable of ensuring the fulfillment of all of our obligations 

in the world...with an acceptable degree of risk." And to implement the “star vars" 
program disguised as a defense progran. 


Two kinds of measures are implied by “obligations” and “risk.” First, those directly 
connected with the doctrine of “neoglobalism." This doctrine envisages provoking 
“low-intensity conflicts” everywhere in the world. This verbal camouflage conceals 
planned aggressive actions on various scales. “We must decide,” the Pentagon chicf 
lectures, “what form interference must take and, if we decide to intervene, by what 
means and with the aid of which organs.” 


The occupation of small, defenseless Grenada by U.S. troops, the drive to stifle 
Nicaragua, and provocation by U.S. naval forces along Libyan shores -- these are just 
some graphic illustrations of how this is decided and performed. 


The draft Pentagon budget for fiscal year 1987 envisages increasing the numerical 
strength of U.S. Armed Forces by almost 14,000 and that of the reserves and the Nattonal 
Guard by 52,000, and acquiring hundreds of new M-1 Abrams tanks, infantry combat 
vehicles, armored personnel carriers, 4 strike submarines, 2 cruisers, 3 missile 
destroyers, 384 F-15, F-16, F-18A fighter planes, and so forth. It is planned to 
strengthen the potential of rapid deployment interventionist forces, 


Second (in reckoning, but not in significance), measures are being planned to ensure a 
quantitative build-up in first-strike nuclear means. The question is being raised, for 
example, of creating 100 MX ICBMs with dividing warheads [MIRVs] (10 warheads each with 
a capacity of 600 kilotons). The means are being provided for building another Ohio- 
type nuclear missile submarine carrying 24 Trident-1 missiles (8 warheads each with a 
capacity of 100 kilotons on each missile). 


The draft Pentagon budget also outlines the creation, development, and deployment of 
other nuclear weapon offensive systems: Midgetmen ICBMs, new strategic bombers, 
Pershing-2 medium-range ballistic misstlies, and cruise missiles. Ina word, everything 
aimed at fulfilling a dangerous, albeit impossible dream -- to gain military supertority. 


In the United States, as in other countries, last week was overshadowed by the 
Challenger catastrophe. Suffering deeply from the tragedy, people continue to ask many 
questions; not only about the purely technical causes of the tragedy. The explosion 
of one of the four U.S. multi-use spaceships has particularly clearly highlighted and 
emphasized the truly global dimensions of the threat with which the "star wars” program 
is fraught for all mankind. “President Reagan,” the Indian newspaper THE TELNCRATH 
writes, “must realize the danger that lies in his ‘Strategic Defense Initiative.’ The 
Challenger catastrophe destroyed several human lives. A failure in the ‘star wars’ 
system could bring down a nuclear winter on the whole of mankind.” Ia this not the 
reason why access to correct information on the real causes, consequences, and persons 
responsible for the catastrophe is barred, to quote THE WASHINGTON POST, by an “fron 


curtain"? 


Washington would Like to keep a great deal secret. The ominous link, for example, 
between the space shuttle program, of which the ill-fated Challenger flight was 4 part, 
and the program to militarize space. R. Perle, assistant defense secretary, claims 
that the former supposedly has only an insignificant military component. This is said 
notwithstanding the fact that the Pentagon, as THE WASHINGTON POST stresses, ts NASA‘ 
“major employer,” inatructing its shuttles to convey military components into space 
within the framework of the “star wars" program. 
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It is precisely the Pentagon that is now most concerned with finding the speediest 
solution to the problem of how and with what to replace the destroyed Challenger which, 
like other shuttles, was intended, in particular, to take intelligence satellites and 
other military-purpose units into space. It is calculated that building a new spaceship 
would cost approximately $2 billion and would take 2 and 1/2 years. Consequently, the 
question of using launch vehicles such as the Titan, for example, instead of Challenger 
is being considered as an alternative. It is not ruled out that the hasty Pentagon 

will request additional funds to build new, more powerful rockets which would be 
capable of carrying heavy military components into space. 


The draft military budget attests to the desire to speed up the militarization of 
space. A total of $4.8 billion is being requested for fiscal year 1987 to implement 
the infamous “Strategic Defense Initiative” (SDI) -- almost double that for the 
current fiscal year. 


And next year it is planned to increase the correspondent appropriations to $3.5 
billion. 


U.S. militarist programs reveal another connection which clearly refutes unsub- 
stantiated claims as to the supposedly “inoffensive” nature of SDI. The existence 
of this connection has even been admitted by Weinberger, who stated that SDI must 
be one of the buttresses of the U.S. nuclear “restraining factor" for many years 
to come and that it is a “component part and cornerstone of a whole series of 
changes” in U.S. strategic forces. In other words, the creation of one causes a 
sharp increase in the other. Both strategic and space weapons may be used as first 
nuclear strike means. 


Although it is planned to complete implementation of the entire undertaking with 
“star wars” in 10 years, it will have very serious consequences -- if Washington 
persists in this matter -- even in the immediate future. "The fact of the matter 
is, M.S. Gorbachev says in his replies to questions put by the newspaper |.'HUMANITE, 
"that, by implementing the ‘star wars’ program, Washington is basically consciously 
wrecking negotiations in progress and canceiling all existing agreements on arms 
limitation. In this case, even in the immediate future, the Soviet Union and the 
United States, their allies, and the whole world would find themselves in a situa- 
tion of an absolutely uncontrolled arms race, strategic chaos, the most dangerous 
undermining of stability, universal uncertainty and fear, and, connected with all 
this, an increase in the risk of a catastrophe.” 


it is precisely on this level that we must evaluate the President's “State of the 
Union” address and the statements by U.S. military leaders. They are aimed at 
extorting additional large sums for pursuing an imperial policy “from a position 
of strength" and for taking on more and more new lethal systems. ILllusory hopes 
of the United States gaining military superiority over the Soviet Union and of 
realizing the foolhardy idea of a “crusade” against socialism are now primarily 
connected with implementation of the “star wars” program. 


The Soviet Union's precise, clear response to this challenge is well known. We 
are not afraid of falling behind in the space race if it is forced on us. Our 
military and technological potential should not be put to the test again. This 
could cost not only ourselves and the United States dearly, irreparably dearly, 
but aleo the whole of mankind. This serious warning has met with support from 
all people who soberly appraise the threat to peace emanating from the forces of 
war and agrression. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR: U.S. ADHERES TO ‘CONTRADICTORY POSITION’ 
PM191240 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 15 Feb 86 Second Edition p 5 


[Article by Candidate of Technical Sciences Colonel (Reserve) V. Chernyshev under the 
rubric “Reading Between the Lines of the Statement": "Moment of Truth and Fantasy" |] 


[Text] Finally and irrevocably, the time has come to end the crazy nuclear arms race 
and completely bar arms from space, the Soviet Union has declared. A radical and, at 
the same time, realistic alternative to nuclear war, taking the interests of all peo 
ples into account, is contained in the statement of M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary 
of the CPSU Central Committee. It sets forth a program for the total destruction of 
nuclear weapons -- a program strictly calculated in time and subdivided into three 
specific, organically linked stages which proceed one from the other and, in a number 


of elements, overlap. 


Naturally, this noble aim can only be achieved if the Soviet Union and the United States 
renounce the creation [sozdaniye], testing, and deployment of space strike arms. 


But representatives of the U.S. Administration try to draw a veil over 
this specific and practicable Soviet program and equate it with the U.S. 
leadership's very general statements on its alleged “desire” to free the 
world from nuclear weapons. In an ABC TV interview Secretary of State 
G. Shultz even went so far as to claim that the United States has “held 
this position for a long time," almost since the end of the forties. 
According to him, it turns out that Washington has constantly dreamed of 
destroying nuclear weapons and the United States has in no way been the 
constant initiator of the nuclear arms race throughout all 4 postwar 
decades in its pursuit of the chimera of military superiority. 


Frankly speaking, since the Soviet-U.S. summit meeting and since the Soviet Union 
advanced a specific nuclear disarmament program, the continuing attempts by administra 
tion spokesmen to claim that it is possible to take the “star wars" path to arrive at 
"the world’s deliverance from nuclear weapons” are particularly striking, Could anyone 
in the world believe such a thing? You might think the sermons in favor of “star wars” 
would become obsolete now that everyone knows how the world can be rid of the nuclear 
cudgel within a real time span. However, the number of preachers in Washington is not 
yet diminishing. They are continuing to create myths. They are seeking to decetve the 
world public and to sow certain illusions. But politics are not built on tllustons 

nor even on good intentions, but on real foundations, on the demands of the time, and on 
the interests of one's own people and of other people, 
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The White House continues to adhere to its contradictory position. On the 
one hand, the joint statement on the results of the Soviet-U.S. sumnit 
meeting recorded the agreement by both sides that work at the talks on 
nuclear and space arms will be accelerated with a view to fulfilling, 
above all, such tasks as preventing an arms race in space and ending it 

on earth. On the other hand, Washington is once again stubbornly refusing 
to agree to the Soviet proposal for the total ban on space strike arms. 


But let us assume for the moment that, as Washington frequently declares, SDI is aimed 
at “making an important contribution to the creation of a world free from nuclear 
weapons.” 

The official “schedule” for the “star wars” program provides for three stages: The 
first is to last at least 10 years, when the United States will carry out work on SDI: 
the second will last “several decades,” during which “defensive means” will be tested, 
developed [razrabatyvat], and deployed; during the third stage, the United States - 
provided there are “suitable technical and political conditions” -- reckons on being in 
a position to reduce all nuclear weapons. 


So, even according to the official interpretation, the United States “reckons on being 
in a position” to reduce nuclear weapons in many decades’ time and only then provided 
“suitable conditions” exist, while the conditions will be evaluated bv the "star 
warriors” themselves at their own discretion. Somewhere in the distant "mist" of the 
next millennium all this might happen, perhaps not. For those who promise this now 


will long since have ceased to exist; no responsibility. 


The Soviet Union's approach to solving the most important problems of war and peace, on 
whose solution the destinies not only of the Soviet and U.S. peoples, but also of all 

mankind depend, is fundamentally different. The Soviet Union proposes embarking without 
delay on the process of freeing the world from nuclear weapons, completing {tt within 15 
years, and entering the next millennium without means of mass destruction. And, at the 


same time, leaving space clear, without any arms, 


The United States intends to spend 10 years carrying out work on the creation 
[sozdaniye] of space strike arms and, at the same time, to build up and improve all 
nuclear arms. But under the Soviet scheme, the Soviet Union and the United States 
would halve the number of nuclear arms capable of reaching each other's territory during 
the first 5-8 years and come to a decision on the total elimination of Soviet and U.S. 
medium-range missiles in the European zone. At the second stage, not later than 1990, 
the remaining nuclear powers would start to be involved in the nuclear disarmament pro 
cess and then, all nuclear powers would totally eliminate teactical nuclear weapons. 


According to the U.S. “concept,” the “transitional period” lasting “several decades" 
the stage of the deployment of new arms in space and on the earth -- would begin In 
years, that is, somewhere in the region of 1995. But under the Soviet plan, the third 
etage of nuclear disarmament would begin not later than the same year of 1995 and the 


elimination of all nuclear weapons would be completed in full. 
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"If it is just a question of putting an end to the nuclear threat," M.S. Gorbachev said 
in response to L'HUMANITE's questions, “Then why does the United States not agree in 
principle to the latest Soviet proposals. They provide for a far shorter, more direct, 
cheaper, and most importantly, safer way to remove the nuclear threat -—- the total 
elimination of nuclear weapons. I emphasize -- safer. For the path to this goal now 
being proposed by the United States is hopeless." 


The Soviet assessment of the state of affairs is that for every “believer” in the fan- 
tastic U.S. plan to deliver the world from the nuclear threat in Washington, there are 
at least 10 cynics. The “dreams” of these cynics boil down to creating the possibility 
for the United States to carry out nuclear aggression with impunity, drawing the Soviet 
Union into the space arms race, undermining its economy, widening the technological gap 
between the United States and Western Europe, thereby ensuring the latter's dependence 


on Washington, and so forth. 


However, it is time for all responsible persons in Washington to embark on a realisti« 
path and abandon all illusions. It is time they realized that the Soviet proposals 
constitute a kind of “moment of truth" and that Washington's response to them will once 
again reveal to the whole world the true aims they are pursuing with their policy. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


TASS: ARMS VERIFICATION SEEN AS ‘NO PROBLEM’ FOR ACCORD 
LD171631 Moscow TASS in English 1543 GMT 17 Feb 86 


[Text] Moscow, February 17 TASS -- TASS news analyst Vasiliy Kharkov writes: 


The British newspaper FINANCIAL TIMES writes today that with modern technical means, 
arms control agreements can be verified with a high degree of confidence. The paper 
denounces those “hawks” in the Reagan administration that seek to make "effective 
verification” the keystone of their negative position towards the Soviet disarmament 
programe. “The real problem with verification, however, is not so much technical as 
political”, the FINANCIAL TIMES underlines. 


One cannot fail to agree with this view. And indeed, the question of verification lies 
in the political and good will which Washington should display. As far as the Soviet 
Union is concerned verification is no problem. The Soviet stand with regard to arma- 
ments under destruction and limitation, which was formulated in the January 15 state- 
ment by the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev, is 
crystal clear and rules out any false speculation. The Soviet Union is prepared to 
effect in practice any measures of the most rigid control whether it is related to 
refusal to conduct any nuclear explosions, a ban on the development of space strike 
arms (to the point of inspection of relevant laboratories), the elimination of chemical 
weapons or reduction in conventional arms, etc. 


No one can object to the fact that the isswe of effective verification is highly 
important in the cause of nuclear disarmament. Opponents of disarmament have been cling- 
ing to this problem to this day in a bid to prevent progress in accomplishing this task 
of vital importance in our day and age. The Sovict Union has a no less stake in verifi- 
cation than any other side. It fosters this strong interest of iteelf with drafting 
lurge-scule measures to verify limitation, reduction, and liquidation of armaments. The 
U.S.S.R. holds that concrete agreements on disarmament should be verified both by 
national technical means and on-site inepection through international procedures. The 
U.S.S.R. suggested the United States coming to terms on this. 


But the Soviet Union underscores that the point at issue should be control over disarma- 
ment and not armament, for which “hawke” in the United States and NATO are actually 


after. 


The appeal by the Soviet Union, addressed to the entire mankind, to enter the 2Ist 
century without nuclear weapons, to harness the enerey of the atom to che service of 
peace, meets the aspirations of ali peoples. This appeal is ardentiy supported by 
hundreds of millions of people om all continents, who expect iror Washingtow a con 
structive and businesslike approach to it. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


SOVIET EXPERTS HOLD PRESS CONFERENCE IN GENEVA 


TASS Report 


LD131957 Moscow TASS in English 1942 CMT 13 Feb 86 


[text] Geneva, February 13 TASS -- A group of Sovict experts -- Academician Yevgeniy 
Primakov, senior official of the apparatus of the CPSU Central Committec Nikolay 
Shishlin and corresponding member of the USSR Academy of Sciences Vitaliy Zhurkin, 
staying here, today met with leaders of the Soviet and American delegations to the 
Geneva negotiations on nuclear and space armaments. Mectings were also held with the 
American delegation and the delegations of the socialist countries participating in 
the work of the conference on disarmament. 


fhe main attention was paid to the large-scale plan of peace and disarmament, which was 
put forward in the statement by Ceneral Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee 
Mikhall Gorbachev. 


fhe Soviet experts held at the Palace of Nations a press conference which was attended 
by representatives of mass media organs accredited in Ceneva. the character of the 
questions raised by foreign journalists testifies to profound Interest In the Sovict 
initiatives, which are being actively discussed by the political circles and broad 
public of different countries. 


Good Chance of Accord 
AUL31648 Paria AFP in English 1631 GMT L3 Feb 86 


[Excerpt!| Geneva, Feb 13 (AFP) -- Two top Sevict offictals today said there was a 
good chance of reaching a U.S.-Sovict agreement this year on medium-range miastiics tn 


Furope,. 


Progress in the ongoing negotiations here could lead to “very positive results” in a 
planned summit Later this year between Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev and U.S. Prest- 
dent Ronald Reagan, the offictale said. 


The offictals, Yevgenty Primakov, director of the Moscow Institute of World Economi: 
Studies and International Relations, and Vitaliy Zhurkin, deputy director of the 
Institute for the United States and Canada, were addressing 4 press conterence here. 
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put forward by Mr. Corbachev on 


lanuar 


anti-miesi 
iet proposal, they said, remained tied to 


t their strategic 
count ries. 


a future arts " nt . 


‘apabilities and to a U.S. pledge not t 


ons were brushed off yesterday as “unacceptable” by a group of 

itor isiting Geneva. 

rimakov and Mr. Zhurkin were here to meet U.S. and Soviet negotiators at the 
irmament talks, as well as the delegations attending the U.N. conference on 
t ition, they said, was ready to work out an identical agreement on 
condition the United States does not increase its strategic ouclear 
ities on the Astan borders of the Soviet Union.” 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


TRANSCRIPT OF SHEVARDNAZE'S TOKYO NEWS CONFERENCE 
PM141127 Moscow NEW TIMES in English No 5, 10 Feb 86 pp 11-13 


["Transcript of Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze's Press Conference 
at the Japanese Press Club in Tokyo, 19 January": "Both Sides The Gainers"] 


[Excerpts] Shevardnadze. Ladies and gentlemen, I wish to thank the leader- 
ship of the Japanese Press Club and personally Mr Arai for their kind 
invitation to meet you. 


I must frankly say that, this being Sunday, I expected a smaller attendance at this, my 
first press conference on the talks that have been held. But it has worked the other 
way around. I was reluctant to spoil your rest day, but I lelieve that newsmen do not 
rclax, not only on Sundays, but also when they sleep. After all, when journalists and 
diplomats take a day off, public opinion is left to its own devices. And that Is 
hardly desirable. 


| have been told that Japanese newsmen have “complained” that the Soviet side has been 
"repulating” the information on the talks we have had here. | think the reproach is 
not quite justified. First, there were press releases and public pronouncemenis. 
Sufficient material was made available for obtaining an idea of the nature of the talks 
ani the atmosphere in which they were held. Second, as a rule, talks proceed in such 
a way as to make it difficult to say precisely where the discussion of one or another 
issue is completed, especially if it is a question of the world situation and problems 
relating to security. Besides, we made a point of not hurrying with conclusions 


before hearing out the other side and putting forward our own arguments. 


Now. after three rounds of talks and unofficial conversations with Forcign Minister 
Shintaro Abe and an interesting and meaningful mecting with Prime Minister Yasuhiro 
Nakasone, some conclusions can be drawn. 


Above all the resumption of political dialogue, which both sides firmly agreed to 
continue, is a positive fact in itself. It may be said that we now have a much better 
idea of each other's positions, moreover, on a wide range of Issues. In this respect 
we took a step forward The important thing is that the desire to mect each other 


half-way was mutual and sincere. 


Ae you know, a message from CPSU General Secretary Mikhail! Gorbachev was conveyed to 
rime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone inviting him to visit the Soviet Unton. Mikhall 
Corbachey was similarly invited to visit your splendid country. This means that 
political contacts will be continued at the highest level. 
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I should like to dwell in greater detail on a question which occupied a central place 
in the meeting with Prime Minister Nakasone and the talks with Foreign Minister Abe. 

I am referring to the initiatives put forward by CPSU General Secretary Mikhail 
Gorbachev, initiatives comprehensive in scale and truly historic in significance which 
open a real avenue to the elimination of nuclear and other mass destruction weapons by 
the end of the century. I found it noteworthy that the leaders of Japanese political 
parties I talked with yesterday described these initiatives as epochal. 


| believe that you are well acquainted with the statement made by Gorbachev, and hence 
shall not go into it in detail. I only wish to stress that our proposals cover ihe 
entire range of issues relating to the limitation and elimination of armaments, 
primarily the nuclear and chemical. The Soviet Union's comprehensive programme directed 
at removing the threat of nuclear destruction by the end of the century has evoked 

great interest the world over and met with wide support or the part of both governments 


and the public. 


It must be noted, however, that attempts are already being made to erode the substance 
of our proposals, to implant scepticism in people's minds, doubts as to the feasibility 
of the objective set. There are some who, while complimenting the Soviet initiative, 
are trying to sidetrack its discussion far off course. To begin with it {ss approached 
not as the integral, all-embracing programme it is. It may be said that the idea is to 
fragment it into isolated elements. 


The day before yesterday we visited an auto plant and saw the conveyor in operation. 

in relation to our initiative it might be said that certain quarters would like to 
reverse the conveyor in order to dismantle the up-to-date working model of disarmament 
already assembled. A different “technology” is also used. An argument is started as 
to who was the first and it is hinted that the Soviet proposals have been borrowed from 
the American side. If this were so, it would seem that there should be no hitches tn 
working out a programme for the abolition of nuclear and chemical weapons and carrying 
out other arms limitation measures. 


Again we hear allegations that the Soviet Union is once more laying down preliminary 
conditions. It is insisting, you see, on the U.S. dropping the “star wars” programme. 
For those bent on embarking on an arms race in the most dangerous area of all - in 
outer space - our stand is truly an impediment. 


But it is absurd to talk about doing away with nuclear weapons while developing new 
space strike weapons, which in no sense are less dangerous than the nuclear and are 
envisaged as an addition to the already existing mass destruction weapons potentials. 
Once we decide to disarm, armoments must be eliminated and not carried over from 
Earth to outer space. 


A few words about verification. Mikhail Gorbachev's statement makes it clear that 
we are for combining all forme of verification -- through national technical means, 
international mechanisms, on-the-spot inspections, and access to relevant research 
laboratories. 


We propose working out clear-cut procedures that would fully guarantee the destruction 
of nuclear and chemical weapons and preclude the possibility of their reappearance. 
The impression is that whatever forms of verification we agree to, the other side 
promptly thinks up new ones in order to evade any real disarmament measures. 
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ihe proposals put forward by Mikhail Corba il alternative to the in- 
reasingly dangerous arms race which must |! is | open the prospect of a more 
ecure world for all. To this end the Soviet ready tor wide cooperation 
with all whe proceed from positions of reason, , and awareness of their re- 
sponsibility for ensuring humanity a future wit t ind without armaments. 

u this connection | should like to recall what tty i~known Latin American writer 

ibriel Garcia Marquez said about decisions tal “ 1 sense of responsibility 
today being operative also in the 2Ist century. eems io me that the statement 
by Mikhail Gorbachev has precisely this signif Ince inticipates how and in what 
situation we shall enter the next century. 

Assembled in this hall are representatives of the pr f ditferent countries. I 
would like each of you to construct a mental! pictur t what an uncontrolled arms 
race and the further sophistication of the means of destruction would spell for your 

umtries. think of the situation in which we all would find ourselves in the year 
2000, if we are destined to see it at all. appar ir forecast with the situation 
that could come into being if the programme for a radical break with military rivalry 
ulvanced by Gorbachev is realized. In the final analysis we hall have to answer to 
coming, generations. 

hank you. tt am now ready to answer your question 


soviet tetevision. How do things stand as regards the projected meeting between 
Mikhail Gorbachev and the U.S. President, and can it be understood that by his statement 
Comrade Gorbachev is making the problems of nuclear and chemical weapons the central 
issue at this meeting? 
shevardnadze. In Geneva agreement in principle was reached on continuing the Soviet- 
American summit meetings. The idea is that Mikhail Gorbachev will visit the U.S. and 
nceet the President and the U.S. President will visit the Soviet Union next year. The 
dates have not yet been fixed. Arrangements are now being made and the dates will be 
mnounced later. We are seriously preparing for this meeting. Our most important 
irgument is the statement by Comrade Gorbachev. Needless to say, security and dis- 
irmament will hold the central place in the Soviet leader's meeting with the U.S. 
President. This is how we visualize the meeting. If you consider my answer insuffi- 
iently exhaustive, we can talk about it again in Moscow. 


ASSOCLATED PRESS. My question is connected with the | fet Unton's attitude to SDI. 
President Reagan has often said that at present this 1 matter only of research into 
the defensive possibilities and the object ts not t reate an offensive weapon. The 
United States is therefore, continuing ress h relating ¢ lefence in outer space. It 
is not against the U.S.S.R. conducting similar research Why, then, should the Soviet 
side object to similar research in the United States? 











Shevardnadze. No one prevents you from engaging in research. Mikhail ri 


made is quite plain. Laboratory research is going on both in the U.S.A 

If you create space strike weapons we shall do the same, we 
four yanting. But we are proposing an altogether different concept t , . 
that inders us now from delivering people of the fear of nuclear catastr 
dest: lear weapons, to destroy chemical weapons. What need would th: 

is r : lled “defence system’? Against what? Against whom? What 

‘ff it? Why spend trillions and trillions of dollars on creating that syst: 
native we propose is this: let us cooperate in the peaceful exploration 
in the peaceful exploration of Mars, and so on, for there are plenty of ; 
paliaxies. This is a tremendous field for exploration. And so it is quits 


programme the Soviet Union is proposing. The logic is not on your side. 


l t reply to this question calmly because the life of humanity on Farth f 
SDI is not as innocuous a programme as it is depicted. It is a military pr 
programme r the militarization of outer space. Let me remind you of th: 
prop led by U.S. President Johnson: he who dominates outer space wil! d 
Fart s well. That ts the secret of the “star wars” concept. 
It is even sometimes said in the U.S. that the Soviet Union is ahead of the Unt! 
States in sctentific research, in particular in the creation of space wen; ‘ 
is so, the American side should be even more interested in prohibiting spac: 
A far better course would be to keep the sky and outer space clear for peace! 
tion 
The chairman thea declared the press conference closed and thanked the let bor 
Miniet 
IHG 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


REPORTAGE ON GORBACHEV MESSAGE TO JAPANESE MAYORS 


Text of Contents 
1LD121237 Moscow TASS in English 1229 GMT 12 Feb 86 


[Text] Moscow February 12 TASS -- Follows the full text of Mikhail Corbachev's 
messarc: 


“To Mr. Hitoshi Motoshima, mayor of Nagasaki; to Mr. Takeshi Araki, mayor of Hiroshima; 


het cecmed nessarTrs . 


Eduard Shevardnadze, minister of foreign affairs of the USSR, who recently visited 
Japan, told me of your addresses, pervaded with the anguish of the tragedy through 
which the people of your cities lived and with anxiety over the future of mankind. 1 
am truly moved by your ardent desire to see the world free from nuclear weapons, which 
are traught with catastrophe for world civilization. Many letters which have come 

in from Japan -- those from the association of the Nagasaki Victims of Atomic Bombing, 
the Soctety for Collection of Signatures in wupport of Victims of the Atomic Bombing, 
the Society of Relatives of People Killed in the Atomic Bombing, the Society of 
Friends of Victims of the Atomic Bombing and other -- bespeak the same desire. 


Ihe two words “Hiroshima" and “Nagasaki” are echoing like the tolling of the bell in the 
hearts of the upright people of the world today. They are ringing an appeal for pre 
venting nuctear conflagration and safeguarding peace. Ihe Sovict Union understands 
your anxiety better than any other country. Every Soviet family was singed in the past 
war, which took a toll of 20 million lives of our people. 


Recently our country reiterated its readiness for constructive practical steps to rid 
mankind of the fear of nuclear catastrophe and to contribute as much as possible to the 
improvement of the international situation. We proposed a concrete program for the 
complete climination of nuclear weapons during a definite period of time. Its content: 
are well-known in Japan. 


We are grateful to you for the high appraisal of the new Soviet initiatives expressed 

by you. We are confident that the pooled efforts of the governments, political 

parties and peoples can and should create conditions for the people of cur planet to 
enter the 21st century without nuclear, chemical and other weapons of mass annihilation. 
In our assessment, such a task today is vitally important and timely more than any t im 
before. On the other hand, it is realistic and feasible. It is important to act vigo 
rously in the name of it, to act immediately, to act all topether. 
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“highly appreciate the Soviet Union's concrete 


“We.” Mr. Motoshima vent on to say, 
teps towards prohibition of nuclear weapons and, above all, its unilateral terminati 
lear e.plosions. We wholeheartedly welcome the fact that the USSR ha« heen 
A first weong the countries possessing nuclear weapons to announce a moratorium on 
ear tests”. 
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mut "just as the new Soviet peace initiatives, are indicative of 


ispiration to take practical steps in actual fact and not 


steps in this direction. We the residents of 

USSR introduced 4moratorium on nuclear explosions 
the 40th anniversary of the atomic bombing of our 

and the residents of Hiroshima highly appreciate it.” 


epratitude to the Soviet leader for the reply message was expressed on behalf of 
people of Nagasaki and Hiroshima by Sendji Yamaguchi, chairman of the Japanese 
nfederation of the organizations of the victims of the atomic bombings, and Sakaya 
the co-chairman of the confederation "The reply message," Mr. Yamaguchi pointed 


the Soviet Union's 
in words towards the 


elimination of nuclear weapons in order to rid mankind of the nightmare of nuclear war.’ 
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U.S.-USSR CENEVA TALKS 


USSR*S CHERVOV DISCUSSES GORBACHEV PROPOSAL, DISARMAMENT 


DW131001 Berlin ARD Television Network in German 2200 GMT 1? Feb &% 


[Interview with Soviet Colonel General Nikolay F. Chervow by Lothar Loewe, SURDDEUTSCHE 
ZEITUNG correspondent Josef Joffe, and STUTTGARTER ZEITUNG correspondent Walther 
Stuetzle on the “Fernseh Pressekonferenz” program in Berlin; questions in German, 
answers in Russian with superimposed German translation -- recorded] 


[Text] [Loewe] Good evening ladies and gentlemen, welcome to the SFB [Sender Freies 
Berlin] television press conference. In our studio we have as guest Colonel General 
Nikolay Chervov, member of the Soviet general staff, where he is a department chief and 
specialist on weapons and disarmament problems. As guest we have Josef Joffe, foreten 
policy editor of SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG, and Walther Stuetzle of STUTTGARTER ZEITUNG, a 
military expert and former chief of the defense ministry's planning staff. 


General Chervov, the Gorbachev proposal envisages that the intermediate-range missiles, 
that is the Pershing and cruise missiles, should be eliminated in Western Europe simu! 
tancously with the 250 Soviet SS-20 missiles in the European part of Russia. How will 
that be done? Do you want to move all the SS-20 missiles into a big square; will they 
be scrapped there, so to speak; and is it to happen in the presence of Western obser- 
vers? What will then happen to the SS-20 missiles you have deployed east of the Urals, 
which are targeted at Asia, but which can be removed or targeted at Furope? 





[Chervov] Gentlemen, an important feature of Gorbachev's statement, a feature of the 
Soviet program to rid the world of nuclear weapons, is its Furopean aspect. The 
European aspect envisages the liquidation -- I stress -- the liquidation of Soviet and 
U.S. intermediate-range missiles in the European area. We consider parts of the Soviet 
Union to be European territory, not just the Ural and Trans-Ural area. These are the 
limits from which missiles from the European area can reach the territory of the Soviet 
Union; it ts about the 80th longitude, where intermediate-range missiles are deployed 
in the European area. All the missiles in the European area of the Soviet Union as 
well as the U.S. missiles in Europe must be liquidated, according to Mikhail 
Gorbachev's program. The liquidation is to take place in the first phase. We do not 
plan to deploy the missiles in some other place, not in the East nor the West. They 
will be destroyed, destroyed under careful and reliable control, national and inter 
national control, including on-site inspecticns. There will be no traps, no obstacies, 
no deception. The missiles will be liquidated. That will be announced to all. 
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As to the Soviet Union's missiles deployed in our east, they are behind the 80tk longi- 
tude. They are intermediate-range missiles facing the U.S. intermediate-range nuclear 
weapons and are grouped to the east of the country. They have no relation at all to 
the European area. They do not reach the European countries. Now the U.S. side says, 
for example -- and some people in Western Europe also say -—- that those missiles can 
easily be moved to Western Europe. However, they have another purpose. We cannot 
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deploy them just anywhere. That is not why they are in the east. 

If one accepted such so-called logic, I could also ask you and the U.S. side: Just 
now the U.S. side has begun the production of about 900 Pershings as planned; what are 
the Pershings for? What is their purpose on U.S. territory? Wone. So they are also 
planned to be deployed in Europe. They can be deployed in Europe in a shorter time. 
Therefore, the deployment of our missiles from the east to the west and from the west 
to the east is not a secsious question. 


| would Like to finish this thought. The European aspect of the task we are posing 

now with a view to liquidating U.S. and Soviet missiles in the European area is a 

very important basic issue. If we were to solve this problem, the Furopean problem 

of intermeditate-range missiles, it would be a decisive step toward nuclear disarmament. 


[Loewe] Did I understand you correctly that you agree that the Soviet SS-20 missiles 
will be destroyed under international control? 


[Chervov] Yes, naturally, including inspection. 


iStwetzle|) May I ask something more? The destruction of the misstles would mean 
progress as such. However, just the destruction of the missiles would not suffice. 
What about the Infrastructure belonging to the missiles, that is the launching pads. 
Who will control the destruction of the launching pads and who will guarantee that new 
miselles will not be built. In other words, who will control the discontinuation of 


production? 


lChervov] When I speak of the destruction of missiles, I have in mind not only the 
miestlies themselves, but also the launching pads and infrastructure belonging to these 
miesiles. You know that we have unilaterally taken 27 missiles out of combat prepared- 


ness. Mikhatl Gorbachev stated that a part of our missiles has been dismantied. The 
entire infrastructure belonging to these missiles has been diemantied, liquidated. 

The U.S. side knows it very well. When I speak of the destruction of missiles, 
launching pads, and other stationary installations belonging to these missiles, it will 
all take place under international control. 


lJoffe]| <A somewhat political question now. By the way, it is not quite certain 
whether the Americans are producing 900 Pershing missiles at present. As regards 
politics, Corbachev surprisingly, now offers what we call the zero solution, that ts 

no missiles on both sides. This solution could have been achieved by the Soviet Union 
6 years ago. That was the official position of Western governments. Why does this 
offer come so late? Were those people on our side right who said that the Soviet Union 
will sertously negotiate with us only when we have begun to rearm? Why after 6 years 
when it was possible earlier when we offered it to you? 
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[Chervov] If you remember the history of negotiations, you will come to another concly- 
sion and you would not ask this question. I will recall the history for you. On 6 
October 1979, that was 6 or even 7 years ago, Leonid Brezhnev made a proposal in 

Berlin prior to the NATO council's December session on the two-track decision, saying 
that the Soviet Union vas prepared to sit down at the negotiating table and that it 

vas prepared to decrease the number of its intermediate-range missiles if the two- 
track decision was not made. Do you remember this proposal’? You do? All remember it. 


Why was it not accepted? Because NATO and the United States wanted, come what may, 
to achieve the two-track decision. They achieved it. 


ljJoffe] 1 remember this speech somewhat differently. I do not believe that Brezhnev 
offered to destroy all SS-20 missiles targeted on Europe at that time. However, I 

find it very nice that after 6 years the Soviet Union has reached the point we achieved 
6 years ago. I am very happy about it. 


[Chervov] I would like to continue. You certainly know our proposal to liquidate all 
intermediate-range missiles and tactical nuclear missiles in Furope. We made this 
proposal on the very first day of the negotiations. 


We proposed to free Europe from intermediate-range missiles and tactical nuclear veapons. 
Such a proposal has been made and it is still on the negotiating table. It is so: The 
Soviet Union proposed such a solution on the very first day. 


lJoffe| Both sides, the West and the East, agree that armament should be limited and 
decreased. Modalities are the problem, controls are the problem. You or Mr Gorbachev 
say that the proposal we have just discussed cannot exist if the Americans will not dis- 
continue their preparatory work for SDI. However, the problem exists here that the 
Soviet Union is working on space weapon systems, at least on their research and develop 
ment. Mr Kvitzinskiy recently introduced the term in Bonn that the Americans should be 
permitted to continue basic research in the field of SDI. le that correct and what does 
that mean? 


iChervov] At present the U.S. side has embarked on the line of cosmic armament, that is 
the transformation of the arms race into space, the development of a missile defense 
system on a wide range with elements of cosmic bases. The Soviet Union is categorically 
againat the so-called SDI. It is not against it because of fear of SDI. No. We are 
mainst SDI because the gravest consequences for peace could emanate from this. We are 
unable to get the arms race on earth wnder control. Now the U.S. side wants to stage an 
mms race in space. Once an aggressive cosmic weapon has been created and deployed in 
epace, the waeontrolled arms race will have begun. therefore, the Soviet Union demands 
that aggressive cosmic weapons be banned in all phases, including scientific research 
work. 


it is said in Mikhail Gorbachev's statement that we are prepared to set up respective 
controlling laboratories together with the U.S. side. However, laboratories not for the 
production of cosmic weapons, but for the ban of aggressive cosmic weapons, in order to 
mutually ensure that neither the United States nor the Soviet Union will produce such 
weapons. 


Ihe U.S. side also proposes to set up laboratories, but it gives the term another mean 
ing. It wants some sort of agreements on the production of cosmic weapons to exist 
between us so that no side can overtake the other. That ie what tt ta. 
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jJolLre] Homestiy speaking, I do not understand the Sovict indignation. As tar as w 


know, the Sovict Union has been working tor 15 years and more on similar or ident ical 


Systcms sucht Aas part ix le ve aponus, laser we poms. Moreover, the Soviet Union has t te 
working antimissile system, it has a fullw working antisatellite svyaten. I] do not 
belicve the Amcricans propose to begin a new arms race, it began long ago. The Sovict 
ion has been fully participating in it for 15 or more years. Or is that not so’ 
i\Lieervey i we are engaged in basic research. we not contest that. Let ws say. bastii 


rescarch in the field of lasers. That cannot be prohibited. We do not demand it either: 
that is logical. This is being dome in the field of laser technology in the FRO, Great 
fritain md in other countries. What is involwed is the problem that lasers should not 
hoc Om a Weapon. The Soviet Union is not engaged in any work to produce a laser weapon 
that would be brought into space to threaten mankind {rom the cosmos. Iheretore,. we do 
not speak of banning basic research. However, we are against targeted research aimed 

it the production of aggressive cosmic veapons. 


iStwetzic}] General, so-called experts in the West say that the Sovict Union already has 
destroyed space satellites with laser weapons. Ihe four of ws sitting here can neither 
prove this nor the opposite. 


lewever, if General Secretary Gorbachcyv now proposes to permit reecarch work, but not 

transformation into weapons, be is offering a degree of contro! demanding that all Soviet 

laboratories, all laboratories, all wniversities, tarluding Kraenevarek and ite elant 

redar installations be opened. Two questions now. Is that acceptable to the Soviet 
cial system? In what time, do you think, can this desirable aim be achieved? 


l\Chervov] What shall I tell you in connection with this question? Let us assume that 

| have overtaken you in the production of laser weapons. Let us assume such a 
ywypothetical situation. 1 am ahead of you. Suddenly I sugrest to vou to destroy thw 
laeer weapon, You are lagging behind. What conclusion te obwicuws’ Naturally « You tmunst 
mree to destroy this weapon. That is the current situation. If the Soviet Union i; 
leading in the production of weapons and we suggest destruction, why should the other 
ide that ts lagging behind not agree’? Even more so because we wil! open thee 


loboeratories., 


As regards the laser weapon, in the West one refers to it; that In the Soviet Union, in 
the Staryi Shagan area, a laser installation has been set wp that can be weed ac a laser 
weapon. Theat is disinformation. At the Starvi Sharan shooting range there really is a 
laser teeting tnetallation used for experiments and the location of cosmic objects, 
using the laser for the exact definition of the parameter of coemic objects. We do not 
contest that. The U.S. side knows it exactly. Wowever, this ta not a laser weapon. 

Ihe U.S. side knows it very well. However, in order to confuse the people, the 
Americans pretend it is a laser weapon. That is disinformation. 


lJoffe] May I get back to the question? The question is that Corbachev has offered to 
open everything. Our question is: What an effect will that have on the Sovict social 
yetem: namely, suddenly doing something that the Soviet Union hoe never permitted tn 
0 or 60 years? Do you really believe this can happen; namely, to open a closed society 


thot much? 
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i\Chervev|] Come now, our statement has been thoroughly considered, it is very balanced 
nd responsible. All the Soviet leadership says, all that has been said in Mikhail! 
Gorbachev's statement is real, cverything can be implemented and will be. There vas 
never a difference between our vords and actions. Therefore, one can say in full 
responsibility to all the people that all this is real. 


iStuctzic] General, nobody among us here thinks little of this progressive idea of 
Soviet foreign policy. However, it is so far only an idea. Our questions only pertain 
to the concrete action, the implementation of the program. Vhat will the modalities be?’ 
A much simpler matter now. Why, for example. has the Soviet Union invited sancuver 
observers to the Soviet Union only three times since the signing of the Helsinki CSCE 
ct -- you as a peneral staff member know it. We have extended invitations to more than 
1) maneuvers in the FRO. These are concrete signs indicating that ome ta really 
interested in building confidence. I do not vant to play Corbachev's proposals down, |! 
just ask abowt concrete action. 


[Chervov!| I agree vith you that there is a lack of confidence among us at present. We 
need confidence from both sides. We must approach each other to strengthen confidence. 
As reeards the maneuver invitations, you have inaccurate information. 1 know exactly 
how many people we have invited to maneuvers and how many maneuver announcements have 
been made. Your information that we have extended only three invitations is inaccurate. 
According to the Helsinki Final Act. any side does net invite observers from all 35 
European states. That is mt necessary. Letussay ve will have a manewver in Caucasia. 

We have annownced the manewver. Let us say we can invite maneuver obeervers {rom 
Turkey, Italy, Greece, Spain, and Portugal -- that is, from the region where the 
maneuver will take place. 


1 must tell you that no FRG representatives will be invited by us to such maneuvers. 
This manewver will take place far from the FRC. If a maneuver will take place in central 


Europe, FRC representatives will be invited. 


I will tell you something else. This question was discussed with Helmut Schmidt long 
apo. When Helmut Schmidt was in Moecow and talked with Defense Minister Ustinov, Ustinov 
said: Mr Chancellor, at present we mutually invite only military attaches to maneuvers. 
Let ws extend this. Why do we invite only military attaches’? Send us Bundeswehr repre- 
sentatives, general etaff representatives. Schmidt said: Okay, I will instruct wy 
defense minister, Mr Apel, accordingly. it so happened that one year later 1 met Helmut 
Schmidt and Apel also. I asked Mr Apel whether he had received such instructions. No, 
he said, there were none. Then | asked Helmut Schmidt why he told it in such a way to 
his defense minister without giving him instructions. Let us achieve more confidence 
and mutually invite each other to maneuvers. 1 do not want to say what Helmut Schmidt 
anewered. At any rate, this idea was not implemented. It was not our fault. Confidence 
must be achieved from both sides. One says that one shakes hands with two, hands. 


[Stwetzle) Mr General, incidentially, I know the story you are talking about very well 
and agree that the fact that it went wrong cennot be blamed on you alone. towever, it 
also cannot be blamed on the Federal Republic alone. The question resulting from that 


|Chervov, interrupting] 1 have blamed no one. I only gave an example. 
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iStwetzle) Yes, but I know the story very well and it is a nice coincidence for us to 
talk about something whose details ve cannot fully reveal to our telewision audience. 
llowever, the question resulting from that is: Why do we not improwe that in the future? 
Why showld it not be possible for cadets of the Soviet Army to study at the Bundeswehr 
leadership academy and why does the Soviet Army not invite Bundeswehr student officers 


to stedy at the FPrunze academy for a year? 


|[Chervow)] That requires great confidence, very great confidence. Obwiously, we have not 
yet reached a state that would allow us to resolve your problies. 


|Loewe! You are certainly right. We must begin with confidence, in other words, with 
many seal! steps. Considering the Gorbachev proposal, what do you think would be the 
first step to begin with? 


i\Chervow] Of the whole range of nuclear disarmament problems proposed by Mikhail 
Gorbachev, 1 would place the reduction of nuclear explosions first. WNuclear explosions 
must be discentinwed. That is a real step toward disarmament. I believe all realis- 
tically thinking people and the public in general understand what the halt of nuclear 
tests means for confidence building. An absolute majority of the public advocates that. 
Ihey are aware that the Soviet Union has not fownd it at all easy to extend the sora- 
toriem. What the U.S. side has said -- that it depends on the seasom, that the Soviet 
Union copdects euclear explosions only in the summer and not in the winter, and that the 
Soviet Union has conducted gore nuclear explosions than the United States -- all that is 
mot tree. All that is an attempt to deceive the public. You could say directly that 
the U.S. refusal to join our soratorium has to do with the fact that it does not want an 
end to the nuclear arms race. Therefore, the first step is the halt of nuclear explo- 


sions. 


fhe second step. Our program is realistic and must be studied now in the negotiations, 
in the mepotiatione on nuclear weapons in space that are conducted in Geneva by 
Kvitsineskiy and Karpov as well as, on the U.S. side, by Kampelman, Tower, and Glitman. 
However, regrettably the U.S. side has only shrugged so far. It is mot ready to respond 
to our proposals. There are no instructions from Washington. 


‘joffel You addressed the problem of confidence. I found it interesting for you to say 
still too early to start something like an exchange of cadets for studies at our 

idemies | am asking myself, if there is not enough confidence for such emall 
actions, whet makes General Secretary Gorbachev promise the abolition of all suclear 
weapons within the mext 15 years? How is that supposed to work?’ 


it wa 


[Chervow!| I do not think the nuclear disarmament program can be related to an exchange 
of cadets. That is not the probles. 


l[jJoffel Confidence. 


iChervov!] Yes, it is a matter of confidence. The only thing I can tell you is the 
fact that in owr view the Soviet program is absolutely realistic. It is no utopia and 
mo fiction. Ite reality consists of the fact that we have now proposed concrete stages 
limite, orders of succession, procedures, and ranges ior the liquidation of 
nuclear weapons. I must tell you that the Soviet Union ond the United States have a 
ereat deal of expertence in working out methods for the practical destruction of nuclear 
weapons and control. All that shows that the measures for the liquidation of nuclear 
weapone are feasible. In addition, everthing will be under strict national and inter- 
Therefore, we must approach each other, if only by emall steps, for 


t iow 


national control. 
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mutual confidence. And you are right here; we will probably not begin with the cadets. 
Let us pet an end to nuclear explosions. That will creat confidence. Let us study 
the nuclear disarmament program. That will create confidence. Those are the {undamen- 
tal problems. 


[Joffe] So you think eliminating nuclear weapons is easier than exchanging cadets. 
[Chervow] Perhaps it is even easier. 
[Joffe] Hea. 


[Chervwow] We are mot dealing with the exchange of cadets or academy students. They 
will ewentually be dealt with. That is no problem. We have never considered it a 
problen. 


[Loewe] Mr General, I have an entirely different question that you a8 an army man and 
peneral staff member, can certainly answer also. Why does the continental power, the 
Soviet Union, have such a large fleet? 


[Chervow] To answer your quescion, ome must know very well what the U.S. naval forces 
represent, what the NATO states’ naval forces represent, and what the Soviet naval 
forces represent. Before 1960, the U.S. side did mot talk about the Soviet neva! 
forces. They thought they were a coastal fleet without any influence onthe internat ion 
al sitwation. Now the U.S. side has begun to talk about the Soviet naval forces, 
because owr naval forces have analogous warships and analogous veapons. That means 

we have come closer to the U.S. war fleet. Nobody disputes that we have efficient 
naval forces. However, the Americans exaggerate things quite a bit regarding the Soviet 
Navy. Let me give you some figures to prove that. The U.S. warships displace about 

4 million tons of water, the Soviet Union's about 3 aillion. That is one of the reasons 
why people closely regard the Soviet naval fleet and totally disregard the U.S. fleet. 


[Loewe] But does the Soviet Union really need such a large fleet for its security 
as a continental power’ 


iChervov] The Seviet Union is not only a continental power. It is also a military 


naval power. 


{Stwetzle] That brings we to another question, Mr General. Assuming that Genera! 
Secretary Gorbachev's idea to «iiminate all nuclear weapons on earth by the year 2000 
could be tmplemented, what abowt the Warsaw Pact's superiority in conventional weapons; 
the coete of which are a much higher burden in the Fast and West than the costs of 


nuclear weapons?’ 


iChervov] I am ready to discuss that problem with any NATO experts, military expert: 
There ic no supertority. If you talk about superiority, I must ask you questions. (mn 
NATO's side the French and Spanish Armed forces are left owt of account. Why? On 
NATO's side the stockpiled means of mobilization are left out of account. Why? Om 
WATO’s eide only thoee forces are taken into account which are under Ceneral ogers' 
command. However, that is not all. There are other forces under national command. 
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iStuetzle] Mr General, if I may interrupt you -- it has always been a mistake for the 
NATO states to allow the Soviet Union to use this easy, propagandistic argument. It is 
true that NATO does not officially take the French and Spanish Armed Forces into 
account. However, even the Soviet Union (?accepts) the information by the very 


renowned London Institute for Strategic Studies... 


|[Chervev, interrupting] That is not correct, they must be taken into account. 

iloewe] That leads to a very clear imbalance in the Warsaw Pact's favor. I have a very 
brief question and would like a brief answer. In Gorbachev's proposal the Chinese 
capabilities are not taken into account at all. Why not? 


[Chervov] No, that is not quite correct. Mikhail Gorbachev's proposal -- and that is 
a special quality of our nuclear disarmament program -- concerns all nuclear powers, 
including China. It is another thing that the first stage essentially concerns the 
Soviet Union and the United States. The second stage -- the liquidation of the tactical 
weapons - cuncerns t’xe other states’ tactical weapons. The third stage -- after 

1995 -- marks the beginning of the so-called strategic weapons of third countries, 


including Britain, France, and China. China is not excluded. 
[Stuetzle] May I ask you another quest ion? 
[Chervov| Of course. 


[Stuctzle] In March 1977, Foreign Minister Gromyko asked the then President . .,. 

whether he was ready to take care of the British and French weapons in the sense of 
reduction. Carter answered with the question: Are you ready to take care of the Chinese 
weapons? Gromyko changed the subject. [Laughter] I¢6 the situation different today? 

Are you courageous enough to talk to the Chinese about their nuclcar weapons? 


lChervov| There has been no ialk about negotiations. Ihe Sovict Unton submitted a 
program on the liquidation of nuclear weapons. We also do not talk about negot.ations 
with Britain and France. That is not at issue. Mikhail Corbachev also said in Paris 
that there is talk about the possibility of these states discussing their nuclear 
capbilities -- he used the term discussion, not negotiations. Perhaps these discussions 
will eventus!ly deepen and flow into negotiations. That is possible. So there is no 
change of position, not even regarding Britain and France. 


[Loewe] Mr General, thank you very much for having come to us. We hope that we will 
really advance on the road to disarmament. Thank you very much. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR'S CHERVOV VISCUSSES GORBACHEV PROPOSAL, MORATORIL™ 
DW181437 East Berlin Television Service in German 1945 GMT 13 Feb 86 


[Interview with Colonel General Nikolay Chervov by correspondent Klaus 
(Hippert) on the "“Objektiv" program; answers in Russian with superimposed 
German translation; date and place not given--recorded] 


[Text] [Chervov] The absolute majority of all states, the people of the world, govern- 
ments, and political parties assess CPSU General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev's initia- 
tive on a whole as positive, especially his nuclear disarmament program -- the liquida- 
tion of nuclear weapons on earth by the year 2000. It is stressed in comment that this 
program is not an utopia, not a fantasy, but a real program. The realism of this prog- 
ram is characterized by the fact that it is concrete, that it is to be implemented in 
phases, that it sets dates, deadlines, and an order for things, and that it points out 
ways in which nuclear armaments can be liquidated. In addition, the idea is being 
stressed that the Soviet Union and the United States have a certain experience of how 
weapons can be liquidated through common agreements. Also, both have the methods to 
practically destroy weapons. Therefore, the measures suggested by Mikhail Gorbachev 

are being considered really practicable; even more so, because the Soviet Unton proposes 
to implement all these measures under strong national and international control and on 


site. 


We wait for an answer from the U.S. Administration, we wait for an official 
answer. Much time has already passed and although the U.S. Administration 
statee that it continues the studies and continues consultations with its 
allies, it is, nevertheless, time for an answer. The Soviet leadership 

and the leadership of the other socialist countries are fully aware of the 
fact that the destruction of nuclear weapons on earth is not an easy problem. 
At the same time, however, the leaders of socialist countries know that it 
must be done now. Today we stand at a threshold where it can be too late 
tomorrow, because the arms race today is already overtaking the negotiations. 
As you have certainly noted, Mikhail Gorbachev's statement, therefore, 
clearly says that one must act today, immediately. Nobody can stand aside 
in the fight against the threat of a nuclear war. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR‘'S CHERVOV DISCUSSES NEW GORBACHEV PROPOSALS 


AU201309 Budapest NEPSZAVA in Hungarian 19 Feb 86 p 2 


[APN report: "The Main Goal: To Avoid the Danger -- Colonel General Chervov on th» 
Particular Features of the Soviet Disarmament Proposals") 


[Text] Fvaluating the new peace initiatives of the Soviet Unton, Colone] Genera! 
Chervov, the well-known Soviet military policy expert, pointed out that Gorbacly 
declaration expressed the historic program of turning from decades of nuclear arn ra 
towards real disarmament. The essence of the program is the elimination of nuclear 


arsenals by the year 2000. 


Analyzing the various aspects of the nuclear disarmament program, Colonel Genera! 


Chervov pointed out particular features of the Soviet proposal for the eliminat fon 
nuclear weapons. 


The essence of the first feature is that the program does not harm anyone's security 


interests in any phase. The military-strategic balance would be maintained at a st: 
decreasing level and strategic stability would be guaranteed. The measures to |» 
implemented would be inspected in every phase by national and international means an 
also by on-site observation. The verification is thorough, effictent, strict, and 
reliable. Vertfication also includes laboratory inspection. This inspection ts atm 
at ensuring that the armament does not spread to outer space. The Soviet Union ts re 
to agree on any other form of verification. The second feature is that keeping outer 
space free of arms is of key importance from the point of view of the Implementat lon 
the entire program. The U.S. Administration's speculation about keeping space out 


the framework of agreement4 is an illusory one. 


The U.S. plans connected with space strike weapons are part of a untform of fenstv« 
strategy. However, there can be no winner in a nuclear war: neither the arms rac: 
SDI change this fact. One must draw appropriate conclusions from this. The task s! 
be to start eliminating nuclear weapons and not create space strike weapons. 


An agreement on banning the deployment of space strike weapons could mean beginntn 
Soviet program of eliminating nulcear weapons. This is a realistic goal that can bh: 


achieved. 


In the first three rounds of the Geneva talks, however, the U.S. side unfortunate! 
not show a readiness to halt the spread of the arms race into space. Wittout t! 
however, it is impossible to imagine a radical reducation of nuclear weapons. 
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The third feature is connected with intermediate-range nuciear missiles in Furo 

In order to achieve a radical change in the Furopean Situation and outside the 
ontinent, the Soviet Union has submitted numerous initiatives aimed at achieving iust 
and efficient agreements. 


On 7 April 1985, the Soviet Union introduced a unilateral moratorium on the 
deployment of its intermediate-range missiles and halted any kind of counter- 
measures in Europe, dismantled [leserelte] the additionally deployed SS-20 
missiles and eliminated [felszamolta] their launching installation-. 


At present, there are only 243 SS-20 missiles in the European area. We have completely 
eliminated the SS-5 intermediate-range weapons and we are continuing to dismantle the 
SS-4 missiles. Our country declared a untlateral moratorium on all kinds of nuclear 
explosions, as on 6 August 1985, and we extended its validity until 3] March 1986. 
Our constructive proposals, which -- if the United States also desires -- can serve 
as a good basis for achieving mutually acceptable agreements, are on the negotiating 
table in Geneva. 


These measures, however, have not found a positive reply from the United States so far. 


The fourth feature of the proposal is that this Soviet nuclear disarmament proposal 
affects ail nuclvar powers in the world. This is understandable. If the final task 
is the complete elimination of nuclear arms from the earth, then it is natural that 
every nuclear big power must take part in this project. 


The first phase of the Soviet plan does rot stipulate that England and France simul- 
taneously reduce their nuclear arms with the Soviet and U.S. nuclear arms reduction. 
We are only talking about their freezing them. This is the just way. It would be 
unnatural for the Soviet Union and the United States to begin radically reducing their 
nuclear arsenals and for England and France to advance in the opposite direction, on 
the road to accumulating nuclear arms (possibly with U.S. contributions). 


At their meeting on 27-28 January, Mikhail Gorbachev and PCI [Italian 
Communist Party] General Secretary Alessandro Natta stressed that the most 
important goal to be achieved is to remove the threat of nuclear war hanging 
over mankind, to make the international situation radically healthier, and 
to guarantee the peoples’ lasting security. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR‘'S PORTUGALOV INTERVIEWED ON GORBACHEV PROPOSAL 
AUL31507 Vienna NEUE AZ in German 13 Feb 86 p 7 


["Exclusive interview" with Nikolay Portugalov, "Influential Soviet politician 
in charge of international information at the CPSU Central Committce" to 
ARBEITER-ZEITUNG reporters Georg Hoffmann-Ostenhof and Robert Wiesner in 
Vienna on 12 February] 


[Excerpt] [NEUE AZ] OK, then let us turn to the disarmament problem. How 
do you assess the West's reaction to Gorbachev's three-phase plan that 
provides for total nuclear disarmament by the turn of the centurv? 


PORTUGALOV: The Europeans have reacted rather positively and have shown themselves to 
be rather open-minded. The Americans, on the other hand, for the time betng have not 
rone beyond a generally posttive attitude. They are in no particular hurry to come up 
with specific reactions. 


INFUE AZ] Could you clarify that? The three-phase plan -- to what extent ts ft Linked 
with Washington's renouncing the “star wars" program to which you are so opposed? 


PORTUGALOV: L can give you a very precise answer: Regarding the solving of the 
intermediate-range missile problem -- that is, removal of all intermediate-range wea- 
pons of the United States and the USSR in Europe -- there is no Linkage with SDI; 
there is no linkage with the general nuclear test freeze; nor is there a Linkage with 
the Vienna negotiations on conventional armament, or the Stockholm CDE process. Here 
igreements can be reached irrespective of the U.S. attitude toward SDL. 


[NEUE AZ] “Removal,” “elimination” of the intermediate-range weapons -- what does thi 
mean? Transfer or Liquidation? 


PORTUGALOV: It must be unequivocally declared: To remove means to destroy. There witli 
be no moving around of missiles from West to Fast, as is occasionally imputed to us 
They will be destreved. And not only these missiles will be destroyed but also the 
pertinent Launching pads, everything that has been deployed. 


INFUE AZ] And this destruction will be verified? 


, sacf ime 
POR ALOV: Yes, all this will be verified, nationally and internationally, tne! . trys 
on=the pot inspections. But, you see: the three-phase plan is not meant to be a do 
or die" proposition, but a basis for negotiations. In our opinion tt ts tndeed a far 
hetter »asis than would have been at all conceivable in the past few years. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


"NO LINKAGE’ EXISTS BETWEEN INF, SDI STANCES 
PML81445 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 13 Feb 86 p 14 


[Anders Mellbourn report: “Continued Moratorium" 


[Text] The Soviet Union will probably not resume its nuclear tests before the next sur 
mit between Mikhail Gorbachev and Ronald Reagan. 


This emerged yesterday when a high-ranking delegation of experts from Moscow arrived 
in Stockholmto explain Gorbachev's disarmament initiative. 


The Soviet Embassy's movie theater was filled with everyone from peace activists to 
generals as well as journalists for the 2 hours during which the delegation from Moscow 
answered questions. The visit to Stockholm is part of the more open information pol! 
which the new Soviet leadership is trying to introduce. 


"The new Soviet disarmament initiative is a development and a continuation of what 
Mikhail Gorbachev put forward at the Geneva summit last fall, delegation head Albert 
Vlasov, CPSU Central Committee International Information Department sector chief, said. 


The remarkable thing is Geneva was that both the Soviet and the U.S. leaders joint!y 
declared that a nuclear war must never be allowed to break out and that no one could 


win such a war. 


Gorbachev's statement of 15 January this year outlined the goal that all nuclear arm 
be abolished by the year 2000. It also contains quite detailed proposals for different 
phases of disarmament which deviate to some extent from past Soviet stances. 


It is true that the Soviet Union's forceful criticism of the U.S. space defense plan: 
remains. But space defenses no longer stand in the way of all the other disarmament 
talks between the two superpowers. “There is no linkage whatsoever between med tum 
range nuclear arms in Furope and space defenses,” said economic historian Oleg 
Bykov, who provided the more detailed security policy commentary. 


The Soviet Union wants to discuss apace defenses in connection with strategic nuclear 
disarmament. The conditions for negotiations on the controversial medium-range nuclear 
arms in Europe are simply that the United States undertake not to export such weapons 
to third countries and that the two other nuclear powers in Europe, Britain and France, 
do not increase the numbers of nuclear arms in their possession. 
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SOVIET AMBASSADOR SPEAKS AT DPRE MASS RALLY 

SKOSO526 Pyongyang Domestic Service in Korean 1230 GMT 4 Feb 86 

iExcerpts|! A masse raliv of Kangwon pr ince supporting the new Soviet peace proposal 
for the complete liquidation of nuclear weapons was held at the Wonsan youth hal! 
theater this afternoon. 

The f las of our country and the Soviet Union were hune at the front of the rally 
site. Also hung at the rally site were slogans reading “The Korean people actively 
support the peace-loving Soviet initiatives and efforts to defend the peace and 
security of the world” and "U.S. imperialists, withdraw at once from South Korea, 
jlong with your nuclear weapons.’ 

Choe Pok-hyon, chiarman of the Kangw Province Administrative and Fconoemtic Culdance 
Committee, and Kim Kyong-ho, chairman f the Kanewon Provincial committee of the 
Korea-Soviet Friendship Society and vice chairman of the Administrative and Fconom!t 
Guidance Committee of Kangwon Province, and other functtonartes concerned were present 
it the rally, along with the working people of Wonsan City. 

Nikolay Mikhaylovich Shubnikov, Soviet ambassador to our country, and statters of thx 
viet Embassy vere invited to the rally. The Soviet ambassador t: ur country, 
Nikolay Mikhaylovich Shubnikov delivered 4 speech at the rally. 

iBegin recording in Russian, tading int Korean translation] 

Dear Korean comrades: I wish, above all, t extend my sincere thanks to the WR 
Central Committee, the DPRK Government. part md state organizations, andthe publif 
oreantzcations of Kangwon Province and bkonsan City tor tnviting me to attend this ratty 
convened in support of the tmportant Soviet peace proposal put forward tn the state 
ment by Comrade Gorbachev, General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, published 
on LS January. 

Dear comrades: Taking this opportunity, |! nvey the warm greetings and best wish 
from the Soviet people to the entire fraternal Korean people, and through you, to the 
workers of Wonsan City and Kangwon Province 
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SALT/START ISSUES 


TASS: REAGAN LEADS PUBLIC ‘ASTRAY’ WITH ACCUSATIONS 
LDO82037 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1454 GMT 8 Feb &6 
[Text] New York, 8 Feb (TASS) -- TASS correspondent Vladislav Orlov reports: 


he Washington administration ji leading U.S. and world publi pinion astray is assert- 
ing that the Soviet Union is allegedly violating the SALT LI treaty. 


t is not so long ago that President Reagan accused the Soviet Union, saying that the 
iet Unien is not fulfilling the obligations it took upon itself within the framework 
‘f chis agreement |soglashenive] in respect to the quantity of it strateyic nuclear 
forces. However, the White House has resorted to such a falsification of the fact 
exclusively for propagandistic aims in or’‘er to justify its ovn plans for the “nuclear 
rearmament"™ of the United States, By an irony of fate the White Uouse's fabrications 
have been unmasked, this time with the help of... generals from the Pentagon, THE NEW 
YORK TIMES newspaper has drawn attention to the fact that a report by the Crtets of 
staff, " The Military Position of the United States", recently presented to Congress, 


, ‘ : t) ' 
mtains the “estimations of intelligence organs", which “contradict President Keagar 


statements’ and indi: ite that the Soviet Union fully adheres to its ob!igations. 
menting on this report, S. Keeny, former assistant director of the Arms Control 
ind Disarmament Agency, condemned such propagandistic ruses by the White House, Ta his 


rds the document prepared at the Pentagon “confirms that the Soviet Unton continues 
to adhere to the obligations of the SALT IL treaty." He stressed that Reapan' 
rdministration has acted “irrespon ihly in the highest degree in having pub! icly accused 
the Seviet Union of violating the mmon limits established by the SALT LI treaty on 
" 


the number of strategic arms, "The estimation of the chiefs of staffs shows that the 


Soviet Union fully observes the required limitations,” he said. 


/12858 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES 


IKV, DUTCH LABOR PARTY DIFFER ON INF SITING 
Faber on IKV Views 
Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 13 Jan 86 p 1 


[Article by the political editor of NRC HANDELSBLAD: "“IKV: Do Not Re-open 
Missile Negotiations" ] 


[Text] The Hague, Amsterdam, 13 Jan--Unlike the PvdA[Labor Party], the 
IKV[Interdenominational Peace Council] does not see any point in re-opening 
negotiations on the treaty with the United States, in which arrangements for 
the deployment of the 48 cruise missiles has been laid down. If the PvdA is 
going to be in the government, then it should try to denounce the tresty 
after the 5-year term, according to IKV secretary M.J. Faber. 


“Just tell the Americans" they may come now but after 5 years they have 
to leave. 


So, it is a waste of money. Besides, in this way new impulse will be given 
to the peace movement which has come to a dead end," according to IKV member 
Faber, also secretary of the KKN[No Cruise Missiles Committee]. 


According to Faber, the effect would be insufficient if the PvdA were to 
demand from its potential coalition partner, the CbA[Christian Democratic 
Appeal], that the CDA cancel the treaty with the United States during the 
upcoming government term. "A decision has been made. Soon, the Second 
Chamber will approve the treaty. That is the situation. If you stay out of 
the government, everything simply goes on. If you want to be in the government, 
then you must wonder: where can one find any leeway. There is not any if the 
PvdA says to the CDA: well, you have taken the position that no negotiations 
should take place, but you should forget about that now. After that 5-year 
period there will be leeway again. That is, also for the CDA, an upen field," 
Faber reasons. 


In 1984, on the eve of the "1 June Decision", Faber argued in favor of the 
so-called "crisis variant", to the effect that the cruise missiles could only 
be "flown in" in case of serious, international tensions. Last year proposed 
to accept “temporary deployment". From Faber's point of view, those arguments 
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were also aimed at maintaining the dynamics of the peace movement in order to 
prevent eventual deployment or to cancel it again. At the time, these ideas 
provoked so much criticism from the PvdA and the KKN that later on Faber 
again changed his ideas somewhat. 


Now the PvdA is again in the IKV member's way. Mr M. van Traa, international 
secretary of the PvdA and also secretary of the KKN, thinks that Faber's 
Suggestion is senseless. "It is all very well and must have been meant well 
but it does not get us any further. With Faber's point of view, one becomes 
dependent on the United States. If the PvdA were to join the government, 
we can simply tell the Americans: please do not deploy the missiles. Then 
they will not do that, because that is the way democratic states deal with 
each other. It also went that way when France withdrew from the military 
branch of the NATO in 1966." Moreover, according to Van Traa, the new 
government cannot dictate what the next government should do. "One cannot 
rule over one's grave. At a certain moment the trouvailles[discoveries] are 
finished. Don't go looking for them where there aren't any." 


Faber, Pvust member, did not hand in any amendments, reflecting his proposal, 
before the election conference of his party on 12, 13 and 14 February. 
According to Faber, an election program should contain a clear rejection. 
Consequently, he criticized the draft program along those lines. In the eyes 
of the IKV secretary, th: PvdA appears to be a less wutspoken opponent of 
tactial nuclear weapons (the short range ones) in this program than in the 
program currently in effect. 


Van Traa Refutes Fuber 
Amsterdam DE VOLKSKRANT in Dutch 14 Jan 86 p 7 


[Article: "“PvdA Not At All Keen About Proposal to Employ Missiles For 6 
Years. Ban Traa Calls Faber an ‘Amateur Forming a Government"] 


[Text] The Hague--The FvdA[Labor Party] is not at all keen about the IKV 
secretary M.J. Faber's suggestion to accept cruise missile deployment in 
Woensdrecht fur 6 years, under the condition that they will then be removed 
after that period. Faber launched his proposal over the past week-end. 
However, PvdA international secretary M. van Traa rejected it on Monday. 
The CDA [Christian Democratic Appeal] also does not like such a compromise 
at all which, according to Faber, is supposed to help the PvdA get into the 
next cabinet. 


Van Traa: “Of course it is nice of the peace movement to want to help our 
party get into the government. However, 5 months before the elections," 

we are not at all keen on taking up ideas about forming a cabinet from an 
amateur. With his initiative Faber wants to prevent the PvdA from sentencing 
itself to the bench of the opposition by saying "no" to the cruise missiles. 


Faber imagines that the social democrats could agree with the CDA on 
removing the 48 cruise missiles from Woensdrecht as soon as the terms of 
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the agreement with the United States expire. In that case the Americans will 
think twice, according to Faber, before taking their missiles to the 
Netherlands for such a short period. "So, the result could be that they will 
not be deployed at all," Faber says. 


Van Traa strongly objects to the IKV secretary's proposal. Such a solution 
does not offer any certainty because in 1990 a new cabinet can reverse such 
a compromise again. The PvdA does not want the cabinet, being formed this 
year, ruling over its grave. 


Van Traa does not want to dwell too long on Faber's new "trouvaille"|discovery]. 
He maintains the PvdA position that a new cabinet has to convince the Americans 
that deployment is not desirable. On the basis of examples from the past 
(Greece, France, Spain) Van Traa is convinced that the American would comply 
with such a request from che Netherlands. 


Problem 


"So, our problem is not the United States but the CDA. The PvdA can only get 
into the next cabinet if the VVD[People's Party for Freedom and Democracy] and 
the CDA loose their majority. In that case the CDA will have to agree with 
the intention to start talks with the Americans," according to Van Traa. He 
was supported by PvdA member of the Chamber Stemerkink. 


The CDA is also not very enthusiastic about Faber's plan. Member of the 
Chamber Frinking: "It is very premature to determine now already that the 
missiles will be removed again after 6 years. The only think that can be 
agreed upon is that the agreement will be renegotiated after 6 years. Which 
way things will go then, will depend upon the international situation at that 
time. Fal ~'s proposal actually denies now already the necessity to deploy 
missiles." 


His colleague, De Boer, notes that it would signify a “tremendous shift" of 
the PvdA if that party were to adopt Faber's proposal. He emphasizes that the 
CDA still assumes that the agreement's term is indefinite. "Whether stories 
like Faber's will ever come up for discussion, will of course entirely depend 
upon the election results," according to De Boer. 


It is the third time in 1 and i years that Faber causes a lot of commotion with 
new proposals. In 1984 he already suggested that the cruise missiles would 
have to be accepted temporarily if it could lead to eventual arms reduction. 
In the fall of 1985 he reproached the PvdA for shifting the absolute "no" to 
cruise missiles in its draft election program. 


The IKV secretary dismisses the accusation that he swings back and forth with 
his proposals, He says: "They are exactly in line with one another. I always 
felt and still feel that the PvdA's program should not leave any doubt about 
rejecting the cruise missiles. However, then the question arises how one 

wants to achieve that goal eventuall,." 
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Faber considers his new suggestion to be merely well-meant assistance. He 
says: “Bur if the PvdA thinks it can reach an agreement with the CDA on a 
different formula, then I hope so for its sake. I would not be on it." 


The peace movement watches Faber's political interference Argus-eyed. At 
previous occasions he was severely criticized. S. Strikwerda, chairman of the 
KKN[No Cruise Missiles Committee], of which Faber is also secretary, said 
yesterday: " I do not hold it against Faber that he expresses himself but 

I do not consider it to be my task to offer the PvdA scenarios for forming 

a government.” 


On 22 February the KKN will organize a manifestation where speakers will 
discuss various aspects of the cruise missile decision and the agreement with 
the United States (to be discussed in the Second Chamber soon thereafter). 
Van Traa (also KKN secretary) as well as Faber are among the speakers. Van 
Traa: “Before then we will have to consult together if we are to show one 
point of view at the manifestation." 
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CHEMI CAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


USSR: U.S. PREPARING NEW BINARY CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
PM101049 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 7 Feb 86 First Edition p 3 


[O. Mikhaylov article: “Destroy Once and For All!; No Place for Chemical 
Weapons on Earth”) 


[Excerpts] Chemical weapons have already cost tens of thousands of human 
lives and millions have been crippled by them. Now the world is threatened 
by the mass use of types of chemical weapons that are many times more deadly 
than those used up to now. That is why the task of completely banning these 
weapons and eliminating stockpiles of them is becoming more and more actue. 


The urgency of ensuring the speediest resolution of this question is also to 
be explained by the fact that the United States is currently preparing to 
produce new-generation binary chemical weapons. If the production of binary 
munitions is started it will not only complicate but may even entirely rule 
out the possibility of reaching an agreement on banning chemical weapons, 
trigger their spread throughout countries and continents, and increase the 
risk of the outbreak of chemical warfare. 


Clearly recognizing the threat hanging over the planet, the USSR has issued 
now proposals in the chemical disarmament sphere. 


It should be noted that official U.S. statements, including those at the high- 
est level, are long on generally fine-sounding words about the U.S. commitment 
to the speediest conclusion of a convention on the total prohibition of cher 
ical weapons. However, Washington's practical actions show something else. 


Take, for instance, the U.S. approach to an overall ban. Calling it compre- 
hensive, the United States tries at the same time to exclude ‘rom the ban 
military herbicides, irritant agents, and tear gas. That is, precisely the 
toxins which the United States has already tested and used most extensively 
in Indochina. The United States continues to suppiy these toxins to its al- 
lies and to counterrevolutionary groups. These chemical weapons, the foreign 
press reported, were also used in the Grenaca invasion. 


Moreover, the draft convention on chemical weapons proposed by the United 
States has been drawn up in such a way as to retain the possibility for the 
production of chemical weapons and primarily their most modern variety--binary 


weapons. 
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The verification [kontrol] procedures proposed by Washington are unaccept- 
able not only to the socialist countries but to many neutral and nonaligned 
countries too. The system of so-called ‘standing invitation" enviscares 
organizing total verification [kontrol! at any place or time even at in- 
stallations [obyekty] in no way lined with chemical weapons production. It 
is worth noting that the Americans are not extending the proposed verification 
{kontrol] system to their own chemical industry. Most private chemical firms, 
including multinationals whose enterprises could not only continue to produce 
but improve chemical weapons. 


Analysis of U.S. positions on the problem of a chemical weapons ban shows 
that up to now it has merely put forward conditions that are unacceptable 

to most states. This line is the logical continuation of the overall mil- 
itarist course of the United States and NATO. This, incidentally, also re- 
flects the NATO bloc's military-strategic concept. It envisages the compre- 
hensive utilization in combat operations of conventional, nuclear, electronic, 
and chemical warfare means. 


The world public resolutely demands that the implementatton of theee danger- 
ous schemes be prevented. The new proposals contained in M. S. Gorbachev's 
Statement are aimed at doing just that. Chemical weapons oust be banned and 
eliminated in this century. The Soviet Union is striving for this. The ball 
is in Washington's court. 
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CHEMICAL/ BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


MOSCOW COMMENTS ON NEED TO BAN CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
LDO051549 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 0900 GMT 5 Feb 86 
[From the “Time, Events, People" program; commentary by Nikolay Agayants | 


[Text] One should say straight away that in the view of specialists, the ir- 
pact [of] modern chemical weapons is extremely dangerous and equalled only by 
nuclear weapons. Its typical feature is that it can cause enormous human 
casualties without destroying installations, buildings, etc. Furthermore, 
combat poisonous substances are directed not only against people: irrepar- 
able damage can be done to the environment and primarily to vegetation and 
the soil and this hurts not only the generation in whose time the weapons 

are used but also several generations to follow. For this reason the task 

of delivering mankind from the threat of chemical warfare acquires such an 
urgent and ivesponsible nature today. 


The Soviet Union and other socialist countries have consistently and stubborn- 
ly favored and continue to favor a ban on all types of chemical weapons, con- 
sidering that the complete elimination of these barbarous means of mass de- 
struction is a perfectly realistic task. 


Naturally, scientific circles in the USSR, the Soviet public, and all people 
of good will on our planet have been made especially anxious by the Pentagon's 
plan to begin production of nerve paralyzing binary charges, one of the most 
terrible and dangerous types of chemical weapon. At the Geneva disarmament 
conference our country persistently tries to achieve an international conven- 
tion banning chemical weapons throughout the world. The safeguarding of last- 
ing peace and the strengthening of security are being demanded with special 
persistence in order to cut off all channels for the arms race, including the 
chemical one, and in order to put a mighty barrier in the path of the unre- 
strained increase in weapons of mass destruction. 


As was stressed in the 15 January 1986 statement by Mikhail Sergeyevich 
Gorbachev, the Soviet Union favors the very rapid and complete elimination of 
chemical weapons and of the very industrial base where they are manufactured. 
We are ready to provide timely notice of the location of enterprises producing 
chemical weapons and to stop producing them, as well as to begin formulating a 
procedure for the destruction of the corresponding production base and also to 
begin--very shortly after the entry into force of the convention--the elimina- 
tion of all stocks of chemical weapons under strict control, including inter- 
national on-site verification. 
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Our proposal on not passing combat poisonous substances to anyone and on not 
siting them on the territory of other states is also important. Let me recall 
that these steps were taken by the Soviet Union in developing the well known 
joint initiative by the governments of the GDR and the CSSR which last year 
proposed talks with the Federal Republic of Germany on setting up a European 
zone free of chemical w-apons. Of course, this initiative is indisputably an 
important contribution to the joint efforts of socialist countries aimed at 
deliveriirg the peoples of the European continent from the chemical threat. 

In the event such a zone is created, the USSR-—as has already been reported-- 
would be ready to respect and guarantee its status on condition that the 
United States acts in the same way. 


At the talks on disarmament which have now restarted in Geneva there will 
naturally be discussion of chemical weapons as well. The Soviet Union reso- 
lutely favors the intensification of talks in Geneva on concluding an effec- 
tive and internationally monitored convention on banning chemical weapons and 
destroying existing stocks of them, as stipulated during the Geneva summit 
between fiikhai) Sergeyevich Gorbachev and Ronald Reagan. That is the imper- 
ative of the tix. 


/9274 
CSO: 5200/1271 


102 








CHEMICAL/ BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


TASS: ROGERS ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR CHEMICAL STOCKPILING 


LD241835 Moscow TASS in English 1814 GMT 24 Feb 86 


[Texts Paris, February 24 TASS -- Supreme allied commander Europe, General Bernard 
Rogers, has announced that he has drawn up a plan for the deployment of American 
chemical weapons of a new type, binary nerve gas, in Western Furope. Delivering an 
address at the French International Relations Institute, General Rogers expressed 

the confidence that his plan would be approved by the Joint Chiefs of Staff aud the 
Defence Department of the USA and subsequently by the NATO Military Planning Committee. 


Giving an interview to REUTERS, Rogers declined to divulge the details of his plan 
for the deployment of new chemical weapons in the territories cof Washington's 

NATO allies and only said that he saw no sense in keeping those munitions in the 
United States while “we need them in the European theatre.” The U.S. Congress set 
aside 124.5 million dollars during the current fiscal year on the production of 
binary shelis and bombs, tying the beginning of their production to the preparation 
of a plan for the deployment of those weapons in Western Furope. The production lines 
of the Pentagon's chemical complex at Pine Bluff, Arkansas, intended to produce 
binary munitions, are ready to go into operation. They only wait there for an order 
from Washington. 


The Pine Bluff facility is just a part of the programme of the chemical rearmament 
of America on which the Reagan administration is going to spend a total of 2.6 
billion dollars. Washington tries to justify this programme by allegations that the 
existing U.S. chemical arms arsenals are “obsolete” and “inadequate”. According 

to press reports, meanwhile, those arsenals contain at least 150,000 tons of chemical 
agents. Another justification of the programme is the threadbare myth of "a 
chemical threat from the USSR", although, as THE NEW YORK TIMES, among others, 

says, quoting Reagan administration officials, the Soviet Union does not produce 
binary weapons. The latest Soviet initiatives, made public by Mikhail Gorbachev, 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, in his statement on January 15, 

are aimed at banning chemical weapons and at eliminating all their stockpiles. This 
is precisely what is demanded by all who cherish peace. 


NATO officials in Brussels admit in the context that the deploy ment of new American 
chemical weapons in Western Europe is bound to provoke public protects. As it is, 
the USA has turned the territory of its NATO allies in Western curope initio a 
"chemical hostage”: four major bases in West Germany alone have had more than 
10,000 tons of chemical agents stored at them. 
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CHEMICAL/ BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


IZVESTIYA EDITORIAL ARTICLE ADVOCATES CHEMICAL WEAPONS BAN 
PM232018 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 24 Feb 86 Morning Edition p 5 
[Editorial article: “Banning Chemical Weapons") 


[Text] The world public and political and scientific circles throughout the world are 
continuing to study the Soviet state's large-scale, peace-loving sroposals promulgated 
in the 15 January statement by M.S. Gorbachev, CPSU Central Committee general secretary. 
This package of peace proposals, which is designed to promote a radical improvement in 
the international sitcation and to help free mankind from the threat of nuclear, chemt- 
cal, and other wars, is in the ‘iterests of the whole of mankind. The proposals made in 
the CPSU Central Committee geseral secretary's statement encompass all of the most 
important aspects of arms limitation and disarmament. 


First and foremost, it is essential to free mankind from the threat of nuclear war. The 
Soviet Union proposes in the next 15 years -- by the beginning of the next century -- to 
carry out the elimination of nuclear weapons on earth; the deployment of space strike 
armoments being inadmissible, 


The complete elimination of chemical weapons, which have already killed tens of thousand 
of people and maimed millions, is a vital task in the disarmament sphere. The use of 
chemical weapons today could result in the destruction of enormous numbers of people, 
particularly civillans and, possibly, the whele of mankind. 


"The Soviet Union considers it entirely realistic to completely eliminate now, in this 
century, such barbaric weapons of masse destruction as chemical weapons,” the statement 
says. Specific proposals made by the Soviet Union and the soctalist countries In recent 
years, as well as the new proposals containedin the above-mentioned document, are aimed 


at resolving that task. 


From the carliest years of its existence the Soviet Union has fought to ban these 
dreadful weapons and was one of the first stenatories to the 1925 Goneva Protocol for 
the Prohibition of the Use In War of Asphyxtating, Potsonous, or Other Gases, and of 
Racteriological Methods of Warfare Since then it has rigorously observed tta inter- 
national commitments and, true to th: Geneva protocol, it has never resorted to the use 
of chemical weapons anywhere or hand d them over to other countries, Despite persistent 
pleas to sign that important document, the United States did not do so until 50 years 
later, in 1975, having perpetrated a number of crimes involving the use of chemical 


weapons in Southeast Asia prior to that. 


The 1925 Geneva protocol, however, while it outlawed the use of chemical and 
bacteriological weapons, did not ban their development, manufacture, or stockpiling. 
Continuing its struggle to renove these means of mass destruction from military arsenals, 
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the Soviet Union, in conjunction with the other socialist countries, presented a draft 
convention on the simultaneous banning of chemical and bacteriological weapons to the 
United Nations in 1969. The United States, however, blocked the document's adoption. 


On the initiative of the secialist countries a Convention on the Prohibition of the 
Deve lopment, Production, and Stockpiling of Bacteriological acd Toxin Weapons and on 
their Destruction was signed. It came into force in 1975. Chentcal veapons, however, 
remained in national arsenals. 


Continuing its struggle to improve the intermational situation, the Soviet Union, 
together with the other socialist countries, submitted a draft tn 1972 for a correspond 
ing international convention to the Geneva Disarmament Committee (since 1984 the 
Disarmament Conference) for its examination. 


The Soviet leadership also managed to persuade the U.S. Administration to begin Soviet- 
U.S. taiks with the aim of drawing up a joint initiative on the question of banning 
chemical weapons and destroying stocks of them. Quite considerable progress was made 

at those meetings, which began in 1976. Hcwever, in 1°80 the United States unilaterally 
broke off the talks. Continuing to pursue a policy of goodwill, in 1982 the Soviet 
Union submitted the draft “Basic Provisions on the Prohibition of the Development, 
Production, and Stockpiling of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction” to the United 


Nations. 


The discussion of that document, ausmented and broadened tn 1983-1°RS by new oroposa! 
from the Soviet Union and the socialist countries, including proposals on questions o 
verification [Kontrol], now occupies a central place in the Disarmament Conference's 
work in Geneva. 


‘ 


Simultaneous with the talks on a giobal and comprehensive ban on chemical weapons at the 
Geneva conference, the Soviet Union ard the Waruaw Pact countries have aleo been condurct- 
ing vigorous work to ban chemical weapons on a regional scale. On !0 January 1984, for 


example, the Warsaw Pact states proposed to the NATO states that talks begia on banning 
chemical weapons on a narrower plane, that is to say, on ridding Europe of these wea- 
pons. Thus far, this constructive proposal remains wnanswered. Bu’ the soctalist 
countries hope that reason will prevail and that talks wil!’ begin. 


In 1985 the Soviet Union supported joint GCDR-CSSR proposals regarding the creation of 
a chemical weapon-free zone in central Europe. 


Last December our state supported and approved proposais by Bulgaria and Romanta on 
creating a chemical weapon-free zone in the Balkans also. 


Thus, the Soviet Union has proposed a whole series of approaches to the United States 
and the other NATO countries whereby it would be possibie to initiate the process of 
drafting a document which would subsequently lead to the conclusion of an international 
convention on banning chemical weapons and on their destructton, 


The new proposal proposed by the Soviet Union has considerably concretized and broadened 
our appro wh to questions of banning these barbarous weapons of mass destruction. What 
it the stance of the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pact etates as a whole? 


They continue to advocate a giobal and comprehensive ban on chemical weapons and the 
earliest destruction of all facilities where they are menufactured. For the implemen- 
tation of effective and reliable verification [kontrcl] to ensure that the above-men- 
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tioned measures are fulfilled, the Soviet Unicn is ready to ensure the prompt declara- 
tion of the location of all enterprises producing chemical weapons. 


True to the spirit of the 227 Nowmeber 1985 Soviet-U.S. statement, which urges “stepping 
up efforts to conclude an effective and verifiable [poddayushcheysya kontrolyu] 
international convention,” the Soviet Union proposes that the Disarmament Conference in 
Geneva, which began its work this year, proceed to draft a procedure for the destruction 
of the corresponding production base. It is planned to proceed with the elimination of 
the stockpiles of chemical veapons shortly after the international convention comes 


into force. 


The CPSU Central Committee general secretar~'s statement, in addition to the radical 
resolution cf lethal chemical means and their deetruction, also proposes a number of, 
so-called, interim steps. Such could be, for example, multilateral accords on the 
nontransfer of chemical weapons to any other party and on the nonemplacement of them 
on other states’ territory. 


in its approach to banning chemical weapons the Soviet Unton allocates a special! 

place to questions of verification [kontrol]. The Soviet Union, no less than any other 
country, has an interest in ensuring that monitoring is both reliable and strict. As 
M.S. Gorbachev observed at a reception for the heads of diplomatic missions accredited 
to the Soviet Union, “Let it be verification [kontrol] using national technical means 
of international verification [kontrol]; the sole proviso is that it should be 
verification [kontrol] of the observance of specific accords.” Our stance on the 
question of verification [kontrol] is therefore simple and specific: All measures to 
implement future accords must be carried owt under strict verification [kontrol], 
including international procedures for on-site inspection [proverka]. 


How does the United States respond to this appeal’? So far, it has to he regrettably 
stated, it has not adopted a constructive stance on banning chemical weapons. Moreover, 


under pressure from the military-industrial complex and the hawks, the Washington 


administration is openly seeking congressional approval for new appropriations to 
further improve chemical weapons and ewitch over to mass production of the new genera- 


tion of chemical weapons -- binary chemical ammunition. 


This course is patently at variance with the mood of the world public and the stance of 
the majority of the world’s states, which unanimously favor the banning of chemical 
weapons and the destruction of all stockpiles of them. What all those who cherish 
peace demand is the elimination, not the expansion cf chemical arsenals. The Soviet 
Union's new peace initiatives are aleo directed to that end. 
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CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


TASS: SPANIGH TV ACCUSES U.S. OF USI BACTERIOLOGICAL ARMS 
LD311335 Moscow TASS in English 1205 CMT 31 Jan &6 


[Text] Madrid, 31 Jan (TASS)-—-The United States is speedily developing new 
types of bacteriological weapons and testing them on people. Convincirg 
proof of this fact has Veen cited in a dcecumentary program of Spanish tele- 
vision. 


It was noted in the report that iutonsive experiments with ceadly pathiogenic 
viruses are conducted at specialized U.S. centres for the development and pro- 
duction of bacteriological weapons in Forth Detrick, Maryland, and at the 
Dugway testing site in Utah. According to the well-known American journal- 
ist J. Powell, viruses produced ic the USA were tested by the U.S. Army way 
back in the Korean War. the Pentagon regularly sprayed various bacteria 

“for research purposes” in large cities, including New York in the USA and 
Montreal in Canada. 


The authors of the report confirmed that a CIA operation against Cuba was an 
abominable example of the practical application of bacteriological weapons: 
large areas of the island were infested with bacteria of hog cholera and dencue 
fever. Many Cubans died or became crippled and grawe damage was done to 
Cuban agriculture. 


Former CIA employee S. Barnes told Spanish television that bis chiefr had in- 
structed him to spray deadly bacteria end viruses in Latin American countries. 
His other task was to spread slanderous allegations about the application of 
bactertological weapons by the Soviet Union in a number of countrier, in 
particular, in Southeast Asia. 


Spanish television stresses that the development, production and testing of 
ever new forms of bacteria and viruses by the United States constitute viole- 
tions of a number of important international legal documents, in particular, 
the 1972 convention on the prohibition of the development, preduction and 
stockpiling of bacteriological (biological) and toxin weapons and on their 
elimination. 
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EUROPEAN CONFERENCES 


KORNLYENKO ON GORBACHEV PROPOSAL AT DISARMAMENT CONFERENCE 
PM211837 Mescow PRAVDA in Russian 22 Feb 86 First Edition p 5 
{TASS report: “At the Disarmament Conference") 


[Text] Geneva, 21 Feb -- On 20 February the Disarmament Conference session taking 
place here was addressed by G.M. Korniyenko, USSR first deputy foreign minister, who 
read out a message to the conference from M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU 
Central Committee. M.S. Gorbachev's message was listened to with great attention by 
the Disarmament Conference participants. 


While not needlessly dramatizing the situation, G.M. Korniyenko went on to say, at 

the same time the Soviet leadership soberly evaluates the time which we are all living 
through as an extremely cruicial and critical time. On the threshold of the third 
millennium mankind must make a choice which will determine its destiny. Today mankind 
already possesses means capable of bringing it to self-destruction. But an attitude of 
hopelessness and of the fatal inevitability of nuclear war are alien to Soviet people. 
We are corvinced that there is a real possibility of making a fundamental change for 
the better in the development of the international situation. Our confidence about 
this is founded on the fact that people's awareness cf the scale and nature of the 
impending threat is growing daily. And we will never be convinced by the arguments of 
those who consider the arms race inevitable and who call the appeals for a return to 
common sense for the sake of the human race's survival “empty verbiage.” 


In the world there are states and there are figures who not only do not subscribe to 
such views, but consistently materialize awareness of the danger threatening mankind 

in their pract‘cal policy in weighty, tangible steps. They have sufficient goodwill 
and statessanship to overcome the established stereotypes and prejudices of the period 
of confreatation and to be the first to embark on the path leading away from the edge 
of the nuclear abyss. The new formula for movement toward lasting peace must be 

based on unconditional recognition of the need to ensure identical security for all 
states and peoples. The realities of the nuclear and space age, which has infinitely 
expanded mankind's potential and, at the same time, narrowed and compressed to the 
utmost the space and the time in which we are living, have made it an axiom -- 
unfortunately, not yet grasped by everyone -- that it is impossible to strengthen one's 
own security at the expense or to the detriment of others’ security. In the nuclear 
age the security of states, M.S. Gorbachev has emphasized, "is possible only as 


security for all." 


Another fundamental element of the new approach to ensuring international security must 
be the understanding and acknowledgment by everyone that this task can only be resolved 
by political means, not military-technical means. No solutions of a military- 
technical order can compensate for a shortage of political will, the lack of which 
prevents some of our partsccs from escaping from the closed circle of arms race, 


tension, arms race. 
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But even here we are not fatalists; we hope that common sense and reason will still 
triueph over ideclogical intolerance and the temptations of strong-arm rivalry. The 
revolutior in thinking must be and cannot fail to be stronger than the revolution in 
military hardware. 


ihe Soviet Union's detailed proposals on a wide range of these questions were set forth 
in the statement by M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, on 
1) Jonuary this year, whose chief constituent is the program for the stage-by-stage 
climination of nuclear weapons throughout the world before the end of the present 


century. 


In defining the substance of the practical measures provided for in the program, in 
breaking them down into stages, and in establishing the connection between these mea- 
sures, the Soviet Union was guided, above all, by the fact that no onc's security must 
be harmed at any time while implementing the program. 


ihe interests of not harming anyone's security and, even more, of preventing one side's 
military superiority also dictated the fact that a ban on the creation [sozdaniye], 
testing, and deployment of space strike arms -- without which it is altogether impossi- 
ble to count on the possibility of eliminating nuclear weapons -- is an inalienable 
part of the proposed program. 


lhis is certainly not that artificial "Linkage" whereby the resolution of one question 
is arbitrarily made conditional on the resolution of another question with no bearing 

m the first. No, in this tnstance it is a question of an organic connection between 

two questions which are objectively impossible to separate. 


‘he speaker went on to subject to a detailed critical analysis the arguments being 

cited in the West to substantiate the U.S. SDI program aimed at creating [sozdantye] 
1 lorge-scale ABM system, including its space component, as well as creating [sozdantye] 
other space strike means. 


the very formulation of the task of creating [sozdaniye] a space ABM defense, regardless 
of the stage of its realization, he said in particular, is directly at variance with 
both the letter and the spirit of the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of ABM systems. 

lo be convinced of this, you have only to make the following analogy: Some state -- a 
party to the convention on the prohibition and destruction of bacteriological weapons 
-- suddenly announces a national program for the creation of such weapons. Could any- 
one bring himself to say that this is a legitimate step and that it does not contravene 
the said convention? And yet this is precisely how things stand with SDI {fn regard to 


the ABM Treaty. 


While speaking about the objective Link between questions of strategic nuclear arms and 
space strike arms, at the same time the Soviet spokesman emphasized that the Soviet 
nuclear disarmament program has been drawn up -- this is another notable feature of it 
-- in such a way that the nature of the links between its various constituent parts is 
ditferent: If there cannot be any solutions to some parts without a simultaneous 
solution to others, then certain measures can also be implemented independently. 


Among the tmportant problems which can also be discussed and resolved outside the 
framework of the general program he named the question of reducing the Soviet and U.S. 


medium-range pwiestles in the European zone and the question of ending nuclear weapon 
tests, 

Partccular emphasis was placed on the significance which the Sovict Union attaches to 
effective monitoring [kontrol] of the strict observance of the agreements which might 
be reached. [Ut was confirmed here that the Soviet Union agrees to supplement national 
technics. means of verification [kontrol] with international procedures, including, 


where necessary, on-site Inspections [inspektsii]. 
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While speaking about the Disarmament Conference as a whole, the speaker said in 
conclusion, I would like to state most definitely that the Soviet leadership, as 
confirmed by M.S. Gorbachev's message to the conference, regards it as an important 
and, in its own way, unique forum. The conference, in the persona of its predecessor -—- 
the Disarmament Committee -- has quite an impressive service record. International 
legal documents of paramount importance were born after being conceived within it -- 
documents such as the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the Conven- 
tion on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, and Stockpiling of Bacteriolo- 
gical (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, the Treaty on the 
Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction 
on the Seabed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof, and the Convention on 

the Prohibition of Hostile Uses of Environmental Modification Techniques. But for 
these agreements, the situation inthe world today would undoubtedly be even more 
dangerous than it is. 


But justice demands I remind you that almost 10 years have passed since the last of the 
said agreements was signed in 1977. Therefore, while paying tribute to what has been 
done, the peoples have a right to expect that the Disarmament Conference will act 

more intensively and more productively and that it will make its effective contribution 
to preventing nuclear war and strengthening world peace. 
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EUROPEAN CONFERENCES 


PRAVDA ON LATEST W/.RSAW PACT MBFR INITIATIVE 
PM250945 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 23 Feb 86 First Edition p 5 


[Igor Melnikov "Comnentator's Column": “Political Will Is Needed"] 


[Text] An iaportant new initiative has been taken at the Vienna talks on the mutual 
reduction of armed forces and armaments in Central Europe. At the latest plenary 
session in the Hofburg Palace, the socialist countries submitted a detailed draft 
“agreement on the initial reduction by the Soviet Union and the United States of ground 
forces and armaments, with no subsequent increase in the levels of the sides' armed 
forces and armaments, and associated measures in Central Europe." This was further 
confirmation of the Warsaw Pact countries’ desire to achieve a constructive shift as 
soon as possible at the talks, which have been going on for more than 12 years. 


What characterizes the draft which has been submitted? While retaining all the social- 
ist states’ principled proposals put forward a year ago, it greatly develops, clarifies, 
and supplements them. It takes account of those elements of the Western position set 
forth on 5 December last year which are acceptable. Compromise solutions are proposed 
on a number of important aspects on which there is as yet no consensus between the 
sides. 


The initiative taken by the socialist countries brings substantially closer the 
positions heldat the Vienna talks by the Warsaw Pact and NATO. Political observers 

have already noted that the compromise applies above all to the sphere of verification 
of the observance of the agreement -- the very “hobbyhorse" which Western propaganda has 
always tried to use to cast doubt on the sincerity of the socialist states' desire to 
achieve an agreement to lower the level of military confrontation in the center of our 
continent. The West is now having to climb down from this “hobbyhorse.” 


So a new step has been taken in Vienna, indicating the political will and creative 
energy displayed by the socialist countries. This initiative, if supported by the NATO 
side, could in the near future be translated into real actions -- troops will be with- 
drawn from the regions of reduction, arms and combat hardware will be removed. This 
will make it possible to clear away the heaps of arms piled up in the center of our 
continent and enable Europe's peoples to breath more freely. 


A question which is not a procedural question or a protocol question is now on the 
agenda at the Vienna talks, with an unprecedented urgency. It is a question of sub- 
stance: The NATO side must at least heed the socialist states’ constructive proposals 
and make up for the shortage of political will which has so far kept the "Vienna 
express" of military detente in Central Europe at a standstill. 
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RELATED ISSUES 


USSR ECONOMIST EXPLAINS ADVANTAGES OF DISARMAMENT 
PM061537 Moscow SOTSIALISTICHESKAYA INDUSTRIYA in Russian 1 Feb 86 p 3 


[Article by I. Ivanov, deputy director of the USSR Academy of Sciences In- 
stitute of World Economics and International Relations, under the rubric "We 
Reply to Readers’ Questions": "Disarmament for the Sake of Development;" 
first two paragraphs are SOTSIALISTICHESKAYA INDUSTRIYA introduction] 


[Excerpt] From press reports in connection with the Statement of M. S. 
Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, we know that it 
is continually claimed in the West, and primarily in the United States, that 
the new Soviet peace initiatives are the result of fear that the arms race 
will “crush” our economy. Yet in respect to the capitalist countries’ econ- 
omies the opposite is claimed, namely that the arms race makes then thrive. 
What does actually happen? Signed: V. Stryukov, repairman, Tolyatti. 


At the request of the editorial office, Doctor of Economic Sciences I. Ivanov, 
deputy director of the USSR Academy of Sciences Institute of World Economics 
and International relations answers this question. 


The USSR's peace-loving foreign policy course is based on the Leninist prin- 
ciple of the unity of foreign and domestic policy: Im order to successfully 
build the new society we need peace. We do not seek to improve the inter- 
national situation and oppose the arms race because our economy is "weak." 

We favor peaceful coexistence, peaceful economic competition, and guaranteed 
security for all countries and peoples. The arms race blocks the road to peace 
and prosperity. It is both politically and economically senseless and wnatur- 
al to subordinate one's economic potential to the wasteful buildup of the arus 
race. Therefore, the draft of the new edition of the Party Program states 
solemly: There is no weapon which the Soviet Union is not prepared to limit 
or ban on a reciprocal basis and given effective verification. The means 
released as a consequence could be switched to socioeconomic purposes and 
utilized to much greater effect. 


Unfortunately, so far such a switch is being held up. And, what is more, not 
through our fault. The socialist society, by virtue of its very nature, is 
free from militarism. But it must be capable of defending itself. Hence, as 
the price for the confrontation which is being foisted on us, the USSR state 
budget also contains a defense expenditure which absorbs part of the resources 
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from the other economic sectors. In 1986 it totals R19 bil- 
lion. 


Even though limited to the indispensable sinimwe and virtually “frozen” 

for a number of years, thds expenditure does, of course, affect our economic 
development. If the need for it was removed, it would be possible to sub- 
stantially increase capital investments in various national economic sectors. 


A reversal of the trend toward stepped up armed confrontation would enable 
Our country to spend additional funds on its creative plans and to harness 
the defense industry to the fulfillment of these plans. Naturally, sone of 
its components would have to be dismantled. But it could help, such more 
than at present, to develop the nuclear power industry and modernize mschine 
building and other priority sectors in which scientific development plays a 
major part. On this basis it would also be possible to considerably advance 
the comprehensive program for the development of the consumer goods industry 
and the service sphere. 


According to Soviet economists’ estimates--and conservative estimates at that-- 
bad the arms race been stopped in the seventies, the potential for introducing 
highly productive equipment in our industry could have been doubled at the very 
least, and labor productivity growth could have saved the labor of millions 

of people. In the period through the year 2000, when intensive economic growt! 
factors are assigned paramount importance, the effect could be much more sub- 
stantial than that. 
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RELATED ISSUES 


USSR'S LT GEN VOLKOGONOV COMMENTS ON STRATEGIC PARITY 
LD182158 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1100 GMT 18 Jan 86 


[Comment ary by Lieutenant General Dmitriy Antonovich Volkogonov: "A Guarantee 
of Peace”™] 


{Text; We will devote our talk today to military-strategic parity, somet imes 
called talance, between the Soviet Union and the United States, the Warsaw 
Pact and NATO. As never before the destinies of the preservation of peace 
have proved to be closely linked with the possibilities which the Soviet 
Union and its allies have at their disposal for their defense. The greatest 
guarantees of security in the face of the militarist challenge now lie in the 
ability of socialism to maintain military-strategic parity. In the draft new 
revised edition of our party's program, its establishment is evaluated as a 
historic achievement of socialism. The equality in strategic forces has 
strengthened the position of the Soviet Union and of the other socialist 
countries and has upset the hopes of the aggressive circles of imperialiss= 
for a victory in a nuclear war. 


Preserving this balance is a substantial guarantee for safeguarding peace and 
international security, the party document stresses. Defense of socialisa 
proceeds from a most important political premise: maintaining the armed forces 
at a level which rules out the strategic superiority of imperialiss. Otherwise, 
this would be tantamount to encouraging the aggressor, who in the past few 
years alone has draw up many scenarios for achieving, as he puts it, a de- 
cisive military victory. In the opinion of the planners from the Pentagon 
bunkers, the model of war which continues to be the most advantageous to them 
is that which is limited to the territory of West Europe and the Soviet Union, 
leaving the United States basically wntouched. And this, in the view of the 
U.S. military department, can be achieved when the United States’ nuclear mis- 
sile forces in Europe are such that a considerable part of the Soviet Union's 
containment potential can be directed against then. 


But today this already seems too little for them. As is known, the hawks in 
Washington are connecting special hopes with the so-called SDI whose essence 
boils down to creating such a space strike system as will ensure the possibil- 
ity of inflicting a first strike on the economy and, to all intents and pur- 
poses, of not permitting a counterstrike or at least sharply reducing the 
power of such a counterstrike. The war hawks in no way wish to understand 
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that in the end we shall not permit their unilateral advantages either on 
earth or in space. 


Pursuit of the unrealizable dream of military superiority, Mikhail 
Sergeyevich Gorbachev stressed in his statement on a program for the 
elimination of nuclear weapons on the planet, is a fruitless and dangerous 
policy. If only they understood this immutable truth, our country's 
historic constructive proposals for a sutual reduction of the level of the 
strategic balance in stages right up [to] the elimination of nuclear wea- 
pons, could become the basis for cardinal changes for the better on the 
planet. And as long as this has not happened, the ability of socialism 

to maintain relative strengths in the form of parity--which through the fault 
of the Americans are at a very high level today--gives those chief material 
guarantees of security which serve the entire world. And here one has to 
take into account that the Soviet strategic forces are intended--both because 
of our peace-loving course and obligations not to be first to use nuclear 
weapons--only for a counterstrike, while the American ones are intended for 
first etrike. It is therefore that the thinking of the American strategists 
is such that in evaluations, conclusions, and especially in talks, they are 
operating with their own categories which are wnacceptable for real accords. 
Today, a potential aggressor must know that he can attempt to destroy an 
enemy by means of nuclear weapons--by the way, Washington's SDI precisely 
testifies that pursuit of the ephemeral but dangerous specter of decisive 
superiority is continuing——-but he is also just as defenseless in a retaliatory 
crushing blow. In the Pentagon's bunkers they in no way want to agree with 
the imperious demand of the nuclear age. Real security now lies not in the 
search for ways of achieving victory in a war but in the guaranteed capability 
of preventing a nuclear cataclysm. And the foundation of such a prevention 
lies in the strategic balance of nuclear forces. 


In the post-war years, imperialism, as is known, has wnleashed some 100 local 
wars and ermed conflicts, and has repeatedly placed the world on the verge of 
a dangerous confrontation, and has conducted global exercises of offensive 

strategic nuclear forces-—-for example, of the "global shield" type, with many 
hundreds of bombers carrying nuclear weapons onboard taking to the air and 

with the targeting of a multitude of missile complexes at real targets. Many 
of these wars could become the detonators of a large war and provocative exer- 
cises can be a prelude to an all-out attack on the Soviet Union and its allies. 


But the real might of socialism and its political resolve to defend its gains 
are forcing the militarists each time to refrain from a nuclear adventure. 
Parity, balance, the approximate equality of strategic nuclear forces is a 
mighty restraining factor and a kind of bastion against war. Here I would 
like to stress that maintaining military-strategic parity is not only the 
business of designers, of our industry, of the higher operational link of the 
army end navy. This balance is nothing other than the ability of each soldier, 
each serviceman to carry out this duty to the end, their skill and craftsman- 
ship multiplied by ardent patriotiem and irreconcilability toward the enemy. 
The most complicated military system depends on the full execution of service 
obligations by each serviceman. For this reason it can be said that today 
virtually each soldier, sergeant, sergeant-major, officer has a part in 
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dealing with the strategic tasks to safeguard the security of the 
fatherland. 


And one more fundamental observation: While maintaining military-strategic 
parity in nuclear weapons, there cannot be any question of parity in spiritual 
forces. We have had, have, and will have moral superiority over the person- 
nel of the imperialist armies. This superiority is expressed in the invin- 
cible strength « ur ideology, the great fairness of our ideals, the immense 
advantage of th ‘lalist way of life, and the high moral-political qualities 
of the man who . | a0 army or navy greatcoat. On the quality of service 

and the execution .f duty by this man, and speaking precisely, by each servi-e- 
man, depends the dearest thing we have-—the destiny of our fatherland. 
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USSR'S ZAGLADIN FOCUSES ON PEACE POLICY FOR CONGRESS 


LD222308 Moscow Radio Peace and Progress in English 1400 GMT 22 Feb 86 


. Recorded statement” by Professor Vadim Valentinovich 
Zagiadin, deputy chairman of the CPS1) Central Committee 
International Department, in Russian with superimposed Eng- 
lish translation, date not given] 


[Text] Just a few days are before the opening of the congress. All 
the preparations for it have b«c2n practically finished. These were 
very serious preparations as the Congress will be of exceptional! 
signifiance. It will take place at the turning, , oint of this country's 
life and also at the turning point of the life of mar kind as a whole 
In fact, all countries and nations are faced with the problem of 
choosing between letting the events take the same course as in 
the previous decade, that is toward confrontation and aggrava- 
tion of the war threat, and seeking the way out of this well-used 
track, looking for the road to termination of confrontation to the 
loosening of tensions, to lasting peaceful coexistence It is our 
firm belief that every country and nation, every government, 
every political and public functionary must think of this and 
make his choice, select his way in this complicated period 


We have made our choice. The Soviet Communists go to the 27th 
party congress having made their choice and with a clearly 
formulated foreign policy program. This program 1 outlined in 
the draft of the updated program of the party, in the statements 
of the party leaders, primarily of Mikhail Gorbachev. In many 
respects our choice is a new choice, a fresh approach to the 
problems faced by mankind today. In his interview for the 
L'HUMANITE newspaper, Mikhail Gorbachev spoke about 
this. In the present conditions, he pointed out, when human 
civilization has developed means sufficient for self destruction it 
is vital to break through the age-long traditions and give them 
up, for otherwise the problem of mankind's survival may become 
solution-proof. In the nuclear age it 1s impossible to leave at least 
sufficiently long relying on psychology, habits and regulations 
from the stonge age. [sentence as heard] 


When we discuss this with our foreign colleagues we are some- 
times asked if this approach doesn't signify a step back from 
certain basic principles. Not in the least, is our answer. The 
principles that are at the core of our foreign policy stay 
unchanged. These principles are traceable to Lenin's thought, to 
his Peace Decree, and we remain faithful to them. Yet the 
realization of this principle takes different shapes today, consid- 
ering the peculiarities of our nuclear age, the demands of the 


117 


international situation. Our policy ts successive and consistent 
But succession, as our party has repeatedly pointed out, docsn't 
mean repetition of what has been before, but rather giving duc 
consideration to the new circumstances, c3d we do this in full 
measure. 


Well, what have we actuaily taken into account’? What traditions 
of the past do we propose to forsake’ For one thing we have taken 
into account the fact that in the present nuclear age it 1s impos- 
sible to guarantee security basically by way of multiplying weap- 
onry. The more weapons, the less the security — such ws the 
reality of today. We have also taken into account the fact that 
the security of one state cannot be guaranteed at the cxpense of 
another state's security. In the nuclear age security « one and 
the same for all. We have also realized that the efforts of onc 
state, even of such a big one as the Soviet Union, are not cnough 
to guarantee this security. In the past a nation could hope to 
guarantee security only for itself, this is no longer possible, 
security today requires collective efforts of both states and 
nations. 


Proceeding from these premises we have elaborated the concept 
of security, as well as the program of its realization. The fun 

damental! principles of this program were spelled out in Mikha:! 
Gorbachev's statement of 15 January this year. A significant 
aspect of this program is that for one thing its purpose is to rd 
mankind completely of such heavy burden as mass annihilation 
weapons by the end of this century. Naturally, we don't neglect 
other types of weapons generally called conventional It's worth 
pointing out, as in the West anxieties are vowed quite 
groundiessiy though. that once nuclear weapons arc liquidated 
the Russians will take (’all) with conventional arms But we don | 
heve superiority or seck it 


Another thing is that we propose a strict system of international 
control, including control on-the-spot. Thirdly, our proposals 
envisage liquidation of mass annihilation weapons in three stages. 
and at cach stage identical security to be guarantecd to all siates 

None of these stages relies on upsetting the military -stratcgi 
balance, on the contrary this balance is proposed to be maim 

tained but on ihe minimal level. Naturally, the Soviet U mon and 
the United States, as the two greatest nuclear powers, arc to start 
the disarmament program. Yet on a later stage they are to be 
joined by other countries. In short, this program ts to be carried 
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through not by one or two countries, but through the efforts of 
all nuciear powers, of the world community as a whole 


Finally, thes program 1s addressed not just to governments, but 
to nations as well. This deserves special mentioning, because i 5 
based not just on our own ideas but also on the proposals that 
have been advanced by various political and public forces We 
take these proposals with utmost attention and try to moorporate 
them with the idea.. of owr own. We are ready and willing to study 
other proposals aimed to consolidate peace, we are ready for 
dialogue, for discussion, we are ready to seck mutually acceptable 
solutions, but only if these solutions serve peace 
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PRAVDA EDITORIAL ARTICLE ON USSR QUEST FOR PEACE 
PM232030 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 24 Feb 86 First Edition p 6 
[Edicorial article: "Rising to the Challenge of the Epoch”] 


[Text] The 27th CPSU Congress is awaited all over the world as a most important 
event not only in our country’s domestic life, but also in international life. Thies 
appraisal steme from the revolutionary nature and scope of the tasks which Lenin's 
party has set itself, rising to the challenge of the epoch. 


This is a dual challenge. From the viewpoint of the country's domestic life, it con 
cerns the fact that Soviet society is now facing the task of decisively accelerating 
socioeconomic development. From the external viewpoint, the creation [sozdaniye | 

of highly efficient means for mankind's self-destruction brings to the foreground 
the need for fundamental changes in the sphere of international relations and for 
the renunciation of the practice, going back thousands of years, when states 

relied on military force and often set it in motion. 


"We Soviet Communists,” M.S. Gorbachev says, “have been and remain loyal to the 

immortal teaching of Marx and Lenin, which was born and develope? «¢ 4 revolut tionary 
teaching, as an instrument for the profound transformation of th. _ in the tnterests 
of the working class and all working people, for the sake of satisfying their vital 
needs and implementing their social and moral ideals. And this means that we 

Communists must be masters of the art of always and everywhere applying this teaching 
skillfully and creatively to the specific conditions of our work and of the real 

world surrounding us." 


This is exactly how Lenin's party acted in preparation for its congress. Political 
observers and even the broad public strata abroad are etruck by its dynamiem and the 
daring with which it is revealing the accumulated shortcomings, by the grandeur of 
the plans for creative activity set out in the precongress documents, and by the 
purposefulness embodied in the unity of domestic and foreign policy which supplement 
one another. 


The world is living through a pertod of great hopes and great alarm. Never before in 
its history has mankind possessed such great opportunities to solve its problems. 
Never before, however, have its problems been as complex as at present. 


The achievements of the scientific and technical revolution, undreamed of just a 
few decades ago, seem to have made our planet smaller with man's emergence into 
space -- the eyes perceive it as just a small blue sphere. How young this planet -- 
Farth =<- still ie, strictly speaking. Its actual formation is atill in progress, as 
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volcanic eruptions and earthquakes constantly remind us. Sut no matter how 
destructive nature's elements may be at times, it is not they that cause the main 
alarm of mankind. Its attention is concentrated on different problems -- social, 
economic, and political. 


The invention of nuclear weapons and the prospect of the creation [sozdaniye! of 
other, even more devastating means o! mass destruction, transform the idea of 

peacetul coexistence between states vith different socioeconomic systems, which 

vas proporended way back by V.I. Lenin, into an imperative necessity. There is no other 
sensible alternative for mankind. The strong-arm method of solving international dis- 
putes is fraught with the destruction of life on earth itself. Now the question 

of war and peace has become the main, the key problem of mankind. 


It is profoundly significant that the first country of victorious socialiam in the 
world, the one that was born with the slogan “Peace for the peoples!", has now put 
forward, under fundamentally different international condizions, an expanded program 
for the total liquidation of nuclear weapons and the prevention of the militarization 
of space. 


This program is contained in M.S. Gerbachev's 15 January statement. Presented on the 
eve of the 27th CPSU Congress, it became yet another important Landmark along the 

path of preparations for the congress and enhanced even further the internat ional 
importance of the forthcoming forwa of Soviet Communists. We believe that, having 
conquered the minds of people, from responsible statesnen to the most ordinary people, 
this program is capable of becoming the mat-ria: force which will enzble monkind to 
free itself from the fear for its future, to enter the 2ist century without ouclear 

or any other mass destruction weapons, and to channel into peaceful needs the enormous 
funds that are being wasted on the arms race. 


Such is the noble and humane objective set by the Land of October. It counters the 
misanthropic “star wars” plan being hatched by the most aggressive circles of U.S. 
impertaliem with its own “star peace” plan, opening before mankind the truly bound- 
less horizons of exploring the universe and of social progress. 


The peoples in the world hope that the 27th CPSU Congress will make a weighty contri- 
bution to the cause of the implemntation of their common dream of a peaceful and 
happy life. And their hopes will not be in vain. Lenin's party has risen to thr 
challenge of the epoch and will meet it appropriately. 
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RELATED ISSUES 


MOSCOW PAPER VIEWS EUROPEAN SECURITY ISSUES 
PMD31837 Moscow SOVETSKAYA ROSSIYA in Russian 1 Feb 86 First Edition p 3 


[Vladlen Kuznetsov article under the rubric “Europe—Our Common Home”: “The 
New Edifice of Detente”--first paragraph is editorial ic:roduction} 


[Excerpts] Today we open a new rubric, “Europe--Our Common Home.” Under this 
rubric we will publish articles by leading Soviet and foreign journziists, 
writers, scientists, end politicians about the most urgent problems associated 
with the situation in Europe. As the Statement by M. S. Gorbachev, general 
secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, stresses, a significant proportion of 
the new Soviet initiatives are directly addressed to Europe. We invite read- 
ers to take part in discussing this subject. 


Europe is the most suitable site for the construction of new relations of 
security and cooperation, relations permeated by true sutual understanding 
and trust. And the blueprint exists for this building--the Helsinki Final 
Act of the all-European conference. 


The bad political weather of recent years has battered the all~-European house. 
But it stood fira. It stood fire, despite the fact that a load-bearing wall 
divides it into two opposing worlds--socialist and capitalist. The house has 
withstood loads and overloads, because its residents have already done wich 
to learn to live side by side like good neighbors. They also have disagree- 
mente--life is life, but things have aot reached the point of serious flare- 


ups. 


However, the Europeans are not alone in their home. There are guests there 
too--lodgers remaining from the tige of World War II. They said they would 
go back across the ocean a year or two after the war. But they stayed on, 
and made themselves so much at home that sometimes they behave practically 
like the owners of the house. True, they claims they are ready to defend the 
Western half of the all~European home as though it were their own. They have 
opened the “nuclear umbrella” above it, promising to unfurl « space umbrella 
too in the future. From time to time they threaten their clients that they 
will go home, leaving thes alone with the “Soviet military threat." That is 
on the occasions when it is recessary once again to make the West Europeans 
fork owt and increast their contribution to NATO “defense.” The trick works 
every time. The “defenders” rub their hands contentedly and behave ‘n an ever 
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more free-and-easy way, and sometimes even permit themselves to put their feet 
on the table.... But that is not the USSR's problem. It is not for the USSR 
te teach the rules of etiquette which are broken in the Western part of the 
continent. It is for the West European to decide what suits them and what 
does not suit them in the behavior of their ally from across the ocean. As 
for the Soviet Union, it is quite unjustifiably and mainly rerioached for 
wanting cause to a quarrel between Washington and Western Europe. Nobody 
could do that better than Washington itself. 


But when they start arming the West Europeans against their neighbors in the 
East, and moreover with first-strike weapons, making them bear the burden of 
American economic sanctions, or making them join in operations to “loosen” 
the internal order in other countries, then that is the USSR's problea, and 
that of its allies. And:this is not only a case of uncerroniousness in the 
Atlantic camp; it is a case of undermining the foundations of all-European 
good—neighborliness. Such activity is at variance with the principles and 
recommendations of the Helsinki Final Act. And it cannot be tolerated. 


Evropeans do not threaten Europeans, although some people continue to spin 
out the fabrication about the "Soviet military threat." The threat is ex- 
ported from across the ocean. 


True, people in Washington are not inclined to believe that Europe is in 
danger. "“Assertions are sometimes heard to the effect that the danger of war 
in Europe is growing. That is nonsense," U.S. Secretary of State G. Shultz 
asserts preemptorily. “In the century which has seen two European catacly- 
isms, this contdnent has for the last 4 decades been experiencing an unpre- 
cedented period of peace. The equilibrium of military forces in Europe is 
stable...." 


Then why, one wonders, is Washington bringing more and more new first-strike 
nuclear weapons into Western Europe? Why does it intend to replenish the 
chemical weapons drumps and ship in neutron charges? To what end is it 
dragging ite NATO partners into the "Star Wars" program? The reason is clear: 
in order to wreck the strategic parity and acquire military superiority. 


Forty years without war in Europe--that is indeed an “unprecedented period of 
peace.” But to whom does the continent owe this? To Washington? To the might 
of NATO, as G. Shultz asserts? No, Europe has been living without war thanks 
above all to the persistent struggle of the USSR and the other socialist 
states for its firm, gv*ranteed peaceful postwar structure, the inviolabil- 
ity of its borders, and the establishment of strategic stability, security, 
and cooperation. It was the USSR and its socialist states who initiated the 
conclusion of a series of treaties with the FRG which confirmed the immtabil- 
ity of the European borders and the four-power agreement on West Berlin. It 
was they who spent a good 10 years convincing the United States and its allies 
of the need to hold the all-European conference, which in 1975 adopted the 
peace charter--the Helsinki Final Act. 


The danger of war in Europe is not someone's invention. Unfortunately, it is 
an objective fact. Just as objective as the fact that Washington continues to 
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step up the creation of a first nuclear strike bridgehead in the Wester part 
of the continent, threatening to launch the lethal weapons at an early stage 
of a potential conflict. There is nothing surprising about the fact that the 
danger of war is being consciously exaggerated by those who create that danger. 
By those for whom Europe is only a convenient “theater of war," remote from 
their own territory. 


Some people in Europe are inclined to labor under the delusion that Washington 
has recently supposedly renounced its attempts to impose its own tough anti- 
Soviet line on the West Europeans. The facts, alas, refute this. 


So the main question in Europe is, will there be peace. This ranks above all 
the other questions--relations between the Warsaw Pact and NATO and between 
CEMA and the EEC, problems of trade and commerce, economic, scientific, and 
technological cooperation, environmental conservation, cultural ties, 
humanitarian contacts. There is plenty to discuss here. There is rlenty 

to argue about. And if the newspaper SOVETSKAYA ROSSIYA, opening the rubric 
“"Europe--Our Common Home,” is prepared to make its pages available for a dis- 
cussion of what is of concern to Soviet people and all Europeans, and not 
only them, then this initiative can only be welcomed. 


Europe is not without its share of international attention. Its problems are 
discussed at the Stockholm conference, at the Vienna talks, in the United 
Nations, and at many other forums. They are discussed behind the closed 
doors of diplomatic conferences, and in full view of everyone. Both are 
needed. Many [of] those who live in the all-European home [are] not potential 
enemies, but pertners in building a peaceful and secure Europe. 
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RELATED ISSUES 


PRAVDA ON ENDING ‘MILITARIST CONSCIOUSNESS ' 
PM311307 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 27 Jan 86 First Edition p 6 


{Aleksandr Prokhanov article under the "Writer's Notes" rubric: "Dismantling 
the Threat") 


[Text] I try to imagine how the last remaining combat missile in the world will 


be dismantled and "killed." How the concrete cover of the silo will be opened 
somewhere in the woods, the missile taken out, its roots pulled out of the 
ground, and carried away on heavy trucks. They will unscrew the warhead, the 
uranium capable of turning an entire city into a poisonous fireball will be 
set to :icebreakers and power stations, while the missile itself, with its 
string extracted, will be loaded with some satellite and launched into space 
to provide new TV programs, world weather forecasts, and teaching courses for 
those living in inaccessible parts of the world. This ceremony, timed to co- 
incide with the last days of the 20th century, will be attended by heads of 
government and thousands-strong crowds of people, and the missile's end will 
be at the end of an enormous and terrible process that we, the inhabitants of 
this century, will have achieved through trials and tribulations. 


Perhaps this picture is just a page from utopia. And my imagination is just 
toying with miracles and will return to the problems of global confrontation. 
No, it is not utopia. No, it will not return so easily. The program pro- 
claimed by the general secretary of our party Central Committee for removing 
nuclear weapons is not tactics, propaganda, or one of the many doctrines 
publicized in recent decades. It is a fundamental, painfully-conceived 
phenomenon imbued with the development of life in which life itself would 
see and find in itself the power and capability to assess its evolution, 
perceive the looming catastrophe, sharply change tack, and amputate the 
monstrous organ of self-destruction that has been developed. That is how I 
understand the program. And expressed in strict language and unemotional 
statistics, figures, and timetables, it starts me on a complex train of 
thought which I have been considering for some time. 


We propose that all powers scrap not only missiles and their sides and not 
only submarines-——-underwater launchpads and strategic nuclear bomb transports-- 
and their entire command system on land, at sea, and in the air. We propose 
not only that the countless contingents of people working on thermonuclear 
hell, the end of the world, and the colossal and soon-to-be-implemented 
architecture of the la st explosion be dispersed. We propose something 
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greater. We want to eradicate the consciousness and eliminate the womb of 
human civilization which could give birth to a threat and engender a nuclear 
arms race, extracting the best juices and forces from the earth and threaten- 
ing to turn it into a withering dystrophic. We want to destroy the next where 
at some unknown moment an overflying cuckoo placed its egg. 


We propose eradicating the "“militarist consciousness" as the force that 
created out of clubs and crossbows cruise missiles and nuclear-powered lasers. 
For if we just break up bumbers and missile-carriers and pulverize warheads 
while retaining a "militarist consciousness" more terrible weapons than to- 
day's will inevitably be invented. Those terrible lasers able to melt rocks 
and planets are also part of this clustered hate. We want to eradicate 
“militarist consciousness" based on fundamental distrust, denial, and mis- 
understanding that finds that sole and final argument in relations among 
people, states, and peoples--through the shoot, the strike, the missile 
launch, and the complete destruction of the enemy. 


Maybe this too is utopia. Is it really possible to root out from history the 
most ancient, basic, and firmly fixed theme linked with the idea of warfare? 
After all, the history of humankind is to a considerable extent the history 

of fortresses, military elephants, crusades, captivity, mass executions, great 
military leaders, the invention of gunpowder, the invention of the cannon, 

the building of the defensive Great Wall of China that stretches across half 

a continent, and a fraudulently defensive "strategic initiative." That is all 
so. This, seemingly, is the mind's nature. Human nature. And are we infring- 
ing it? 


Precisely, no less. In order to survive in one piece we propose addressing 
all the resources amassed in the world-—-knowledge, suffering, sacrifices, 

rich teachings, the prophecies of wise men and seers in whatever lands and 
languages they were made, the entire colossal experience of modern science and 
technology, peace institutes, the modern ability to think globally and imple- 
ment peace programs affecting the entire earth and all human awareness at a 
stroke--we propose addressing all this to the idea of peace, the idea of 
“teaching peace," of recovering from “military epilepsy," and of excising the 
“gumor of war." This is not simply the task of the century or a world task. 
It is a universal task. We call on people to bring their weight to bear on 
this blind battering ram moving through history, to stop it, and to restrain 
this terribly forged sledgehammer. To maintain city walls, to maintain gardens, 
temples, and palaces. To maintain the supreme, shining goal that life strives 
for. 


How hard this is!' Almost beyond us! How can we entice the president of 
another great power with this task? How can we use it to entice the admirals 
of the U.S. 6th Fleet who--as I saw with my own eyes--sent huge aircraft car- 
riers to the Lebanese coast, screeching trios of deck-borne ground-attack 
aircraft flew over the blue waters with an awe-inspiring beauty, at night 
the battleship "New Jersey" floundered around, and in Lebanon invisible hills 
were dimly illuminated by the flashes of the battleship's exploding shells. 
How can we entice them? 
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I know our military men. I know the crushing power of the weapons they 
wield. And I am confident that they will understand me--they who have de- 
voted their entire lives to combat and defense, but to whom a “militarist 
consciousness" is alien. I will also be understood by the missile troops 
who carried out an experimental missile launch, and the long glazed missile 
body made of valuable alloys and full of countless inventions, engineering 
insight, sleepless nights, and zeal for the security of our socialist power 
flew into the star-spangled sky. 


Just as continents drift, volcanoes erupt, and the earth takes issue with 
the showers and the seas with the red-hot desert sands, so peoples and 
states whirl in contradictions. The eternally turbulent movement of history 
crammed with innumerable, often painful contradictions pushing it onward. 
Weapons-——-by the middle of the 20th century nuclear missiles--this nuclear 
missile weapons have engendered an avalanche of contradictions and snow- 
balling fear in which former diplomatic methods, military doctrines, and 
principles for resolving disputes are buried. Everything is eclipsed by 
fear, distrust, and the dread of destruction. We want to put a stop to this 
disaster caused by missiles and warheads, to clear the clot of nuclear arms, 
to extract it from the blood wessels of history, to bind and heal those 
cleared, reopened vessels, and to pump life into other areas needing life- 
giving energy. 


To make this happen and to mnsure that we are heard we are prepared to try 
not to remember the insults and affronts we have suffered. We are prepared 
to see ourselves as the other side sees us. We are prepared to subject our- 
selves to the most stringent criteria. We are prepared to do our share of 
the work to clear away this colossal obstacle that has built up in the way to 
peace. We are prepared to start this work first. We have already started it. 
We have publicized a program, issued a call, appealing to our neighbors, 
friends, and: enemies to join this work, in an attempt to see even our enemies 
as comrades under the skin. We risked not meeting hatred with hatred. We 
did not create bloodthirsty series where superman with a red star and a 
Kalashnikov machinegun travels around the planet. We extended the moratorium 
on all nuclear explosions by another 3 months while listening to the rumble at 
Nevada underground ranges. And this risk, this restraint, this self-control 
bears witness to our honesty and our complete dedication to peace. 


The “militarist consciousness" and the “militarist civilization" that it en- 
gendered are a black hole into which the planet is being sucked. Through our 
program, our passionate love of life, our potential covering one-sixth of the 
earth's land mass, and our experience of the multitude of peoples inhabiting 
our country we want to fill in that hole and overcome the gravitational pull 
of nonexistence. We are conducting this work in all avenues of life, among 
all generations, and in all social strata and professions. We are prepared 
to turn our entire power into a colossal peace institute, as our poets, wise 
men, and the creators of our state dreamed. As Lenin dreamed. And that is 
why we are prepared to use any idea, any invention--even the most homespun-- 
aimed at creating peace. 
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No, this is not color TV euphoria. It is not an illusion to be swamped at 
any moment by a reason weighed down by gloomy reality, for the night sky 
still looks like a picture bearing the sinister inscription "Star Wars." 


The idea of hanging 100 space fortresses over the USSR and drawing America's 
defense lines over Moscow, the Urals, Novosibirsk, and Vladivostok is tanta- 
mount to setting up something along the lines of military commandant's offices 
over us operating in space. This idea is clear to us. And it should be clear 
to our “space opponents" that we will oppose it with everything we stand for. 
And we will find a suitable response--and an effective one at that. 


We appeal not only to the reason of the President and the directors of 

Boeing and Bell Telephone. We appeal to their instinct as fathers and grand- 
fathers, to their patriotism, to their desire to see a flourishing and strong 
America, and to their secret aspiration for beauty and goodness, an aspiration 
that dwells in each living soul. For the beauty and goodness which we laud 
and for which we strive with the entire essence of our socialist mesherland 
and building it, beautifying it, admiring it, and wishing for it a good lot 
among other peoples and countries worthy of the same beauty and joy. 


These are the thoughts that the statement by the general secretary of our 
party's Central Committee aroused in me. 


That was how I heard it. That was how I understood it. That is what I told 
my children. 


/9274 
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RELATED ISSUES 


IZVESTIYA VIEWS STATUS OF GENEVA, CDE, MBFR TALKS 


PM251156 [Editorial Report] Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 25 February 1986 Morning 
Edition carries on page 5 a roundup of Geneva, Stockholm, and Vienna dispatches on the 
status of the various arms- and security-related talks taking place in those cities. 
The roundup is prefaced by an editorial introduction reading: 


"Soviet diplomacy has always stood in the front lines of the defense of peace and the 
fatherland. It broke the iron ring of the blockade and ‘cordons sanitaires' during 

the turning-point twenties. It cleared away the rockpiles of nonrecognition and mis- 
trust in the thirties. It sealed the handshakes of brothers in arms against the common 
enemy in the forties. It fought against the champions of ‘cold war.' It erected the 
bridges of the policy of detente. And at all times it has spoken in the language of 
peace and friendship bequeathed by Vladimir Ilich. Today's successors of the diplomats 
of the Leninist school are continuing to realize the ideals originating in the Decree 
on Peace. The dispatches published below describe Soviet diplomacy's struggle to 
strengthen peace and security." 


A.V. Kuznetsov Geneva dispatch headlined "Chroniclers Waiting" reads: 


"The shivering figure of a journalist on the Avenue de la Paix is maybe a graphic 
symbol of the Soviet-American talks on nuclear and space arms. Despite the slush and 
bad weather and the subsequent snow which covered the centuries-old lime and oak 
trees, the ‘chroniclers of history’ stubbornly appear three times a week at first the 
American and then the Soviet mission and attempt to find out whether ‘any kind of 
breakthrough’ in the talks is expected.” 


"From the very beginning the delegations agreed that in view of the importance and 
seriousness of the questions under discussion they would not tell the press anything 
about the substance of the questions under discussion. But nobody abolished the thirat 
for journalistic sensation, and the journalist corps in Geneva makes up for the total 
lack of information about the talks with speculation." 


"This iswhy the system of indirect signs is so highly developed. Attempts are made to 
draw far-reaching conclusions about the state of the talks from thenecktie sported by 
USSR delegation leader V.P. Karpov or the suit worn by M. Kampelman, who heads the U.S. 
delegation. 


"This is flippant, of course, but maybe it merits some attention. Journalists acrupul- 
ously count up how much time the three working groups and the two delegations spend at 

the negotiating table. It has been calculated, for example, that the number of hours 

spent in the conference hall has increased in the course of the current round. 
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"Many hopes and expectations of concrete solutions to fundamental problems of ending the 
arms race, and primarily the nuclear arms race, are linked with Geneva at the present 
time. Let me remind you that it was in Geneva last November that the two countries’ 

top leaders stressed the particular responsibility borne by the USSR and the United 
States in the matter of preserving peace, agreeing that the work at the Soviet-U.S. talks 
on nuclear and space arms ‘would be accelerated.’ It is a question of fulfilling the 
tasks set in the Soviet-American joint statement of 8 January 1985, namely the preven- 
tion of an arms race in space and the termination of the arms race on earth, the limita- 
tion and reduction of nuclear arms, and the consolidation of strategic stability. 


"There was even more talk about the hopes linked with Geneva when the recent Soviet 
initiatives were tabled at the Soviet-American talks. Attention is drawn by their pre- 
ciseness and comprehensive consideration of all factors and of the positions of the sides 
which must participate in the nuclear disarmament process. The program for the phased 
elimination of nuclear weapons through the world giver: a complete ban on space strike 
weapons is a realistic path toward the implementation of mankind's age-old dream of 


peace. 


"Delegations of international public representatives wishing to spell out their views 
and concern for the fate of our planet and their children and grandchildren head for 
Geneva. The Soviet delegation to the Geneva talks meets with these representatives and 
spells out the Soviet position and our viewpoint on the need for real solutions and on 
ending the arms race on earth and preventing it in space. 


"A great deal of mail addressed to the Soviet-American talks is delivered daily: It 
includes children's scribblings, schoolchildren's drawings about peace, and letters and 
appeals for disarmament from various countries. They reflect the living pulse of our 
planet and the concern and hope of ordinary people. 


""T beg you to save us from nuclear annihilation,’ Lindsey McDonald writes from Washing- 
ton. ‘We are pinning our hopes on Geneva.‘'" 


The following Stockholm dispatch is contributed by A. Sychev under the headline "Deci- 
sion Time!" 


"The inhabitants of Stockholm talk about Sergelstrog Square with particular pride. Main 
streets radiate like beams of light from the glass obelisk, illuminated at night, in the 
center of the square. Above the square, reflected in the tiniest detail in the silvered 
glass, rises the building of the Kulturhuset, over which the national flags of 33 Euro- 
pean states, the United States, and Canada have been flying for more than 2 years now. 
This is the venue of the Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and 


Disarmament in Europe.” 


"How do things stand at the conference today? Twice a day in the gigantic hall of the 
Kulturhuset a musical signal rings out, summoning the delegation members to the 
conference hall, where the stage of drafting formulations and individual provisions of 
the final documents is taking place with the aid of coordinators from the neutral and 
nonaligned states. The discussion is currently centered on the proposals submitted by 
the socialist countries. The Soviet proposals spelled out in the statement by M.S. 
Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, have exerted a fruitful 
influence on the course of the talks. Let me cite the views of conference participants. 


"Ambassador A. Ciarrapico, head of the Italian delegation: ‘The Italian delegation was 
very interested both in the statement as a whole and also in the individual parts of it 
which directly or indirectly affect the work of our conference.' 


129 











“Ambassador M. Kavhiluoto, head of the Finnish delegation and coordinator of one of the 
working groups said: ‘The signals coming in from the capitals of the states partici- 
pating in the conference testify to a determination to get the Stockholm conference 
onto a road leading to success. This aspiration is also expressed in the Soviet- 
American joint statement in Geneva. The USSR's recent initiatives have played a 
substantial role in moving the conference forward.' 


“For his part special envoy 0.A. Grinevskiy, leader of the Soviet delegation, noted in 
conversation with your correspondent the change for the better that has occurred in 

the mood of many participants in the talks. ‘The Soviet statement helps to solve one 
of the most complex problems at the conference -- notification of major military 
maneuvers,’ he said. ‘The conference has now reached a stage where where words must 
without fail be backed up by action. Unfortunately a lack of readiness to conduct 
serious and constructive talks is manifestly displayed by the United States and certain 
NATO countries." 


“The point is that the United States and its closest NAIO allies, while verbally 
advocating the speediest transition to the drafting stege, have not in practice made 
a real contribution to solving the problems. Instead they are repeating and harden- 
ing their old positions. 


"More than 2 years have passed. Cold winds have lashed and bright sun has sparkled on 
the facets of the glass obelisk on Sergelstorg Square. the work of the Stockholm 
conference has also been markea by ‘seasons.’ But time does not stand still, and 
words must be translated into specific actions." 


N. Novikov's Vienna dispatch is headlined "The Atmosphere in the Redoutensaal" and 
reads: : 


"The numerous foreign tourists filing through the courtyards of the Hofburg Palace 
always know when talks are taking place in the building. On those days the 19 
multicolored national flags of the states participating in the talks on the mutual 
reduction of armed forces and arms in central Europe (7 Warsaw Pact countries’ flags 
and 12 NATO countries’ flags) flutter in the wind on the acade of the famous 
Redoutensaal. 


"The Redoutensaal matches the proud monuments of the entire palace complex. the walls 
of the hall are pale cream with gilded sculpted adornments, 14 ornate mirrors, and big 
French tapestries. The Redoutensaal was built during the reign of the Pmpress Maria 
Theresa (1740-1780) on the site of the old court opera theater. Many international 
conferences, including the Congress of Vienna of 1814-1815, have been held in this hall. 
Sessions of various specialized UN organs and other international mectings have been 
held here since World War LI. 


"the SALT II treaty between the Soviet Union and the United States was concluded in the 
Redoutensaal on 18 June 1979. The agreement signed by the U.S. President, which could 
have erected an important barrier to the further stockpiling of the most destructive 

means of masse destruction and most expensive types of weapons, has not been ratified by 


the U.S. Congress to this day. 


"Very little has changed in the Redoutensaal. In the center stands an enormous round 
table at which the delegation heads and their advisers sit. A gallery houses glass 
booths for the interpreters. There is simultaneous translation into Russian, English, 


and German. 


"At the end of a session -- the sessions are held behind closed doors -- 1 approached 
Ambassador V.V. Mikhaylov, leader of the Soviet delegation at the talks, and asked him 
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to answer the question: What is preventing the reaching of agreements at the Vienna 
talks, which have already been going on for over 12 years? 


"As a result of joint initiatives from the socialist countries, V.V. Mikhaylov said, 
all the necessary conditions have now been created at the Vienna talks for agreement to 
be reached, without detriment to the sides’ security, on a certain reduction of Soviet 
and American troops in central Europe and a subsequent freeze of the level of the NAIO 
and Warsaw Pact countries’ armed forces in this region. On 20 February the Warsaw Pact 
countries submitted new proposals at the Vienna talks. Wiile retaining all the 
fundamental provisions contained in the socialist countries’ proposa] of 14 February 
1985, the new draft greatly develops, clarifies, and supplements them. The new draft 
takes account of the acceptable elements of the position of the Western participants 

in the talks. Moreover, comprosise views are proposed on a number of the most impor- 
tant points where there is no agreement between the sides. There is also a real 
opportunity for elaborating reasonable measures for monitoring [kontrol] the fulfill- 
ment of an agreement. The socialist countries have proposed a system of reliable 
reciprocal observation of the reduction and withdrawal of troops. 


"Specific proposals relating to the subsequent nonincrease or ‘freezing’ of the level 
of the sides’ armed forces and arms have also been tabled. In addition to national! 
technical means of verification [kontrol] they envisage the establishment of permanent 
points for monitoring [kontrol] the entry of troop contingents into the zone covered 
by reductions, prior notificationof movements or exercises involving substantial 
contingents of troops, and other measures. 


"the Western participants in the talks are not ceasing their subterfuges aimed at 
imposing on the Warsaw Pact countries terms for an agreement which would place them in 
an unfavorable position in comparison with the NATO countries. They constantly 

reduce real reductions and limitations of armed forces to the minimum whibe at the 
same time arbitrarily making increasing and more complex demands in terms of verifi- 
cation [kontrol], pushing them to the point where they are absurd and unacceptable to 


other parties. 


"...After every Thursday session the participants in the talks meet with Austrian and 
forcign journalists. And virtually each one of these meetings begins with the question: 
Is there progress at the Vienna talks? The response is: ‘No change as yet on the 
Vienna front." The socialist countries consider that the new draft agreement which 

they have submitted is a realistic basis for mutual accord at the Vienna talks.” 
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REPORTAGE, COMMENT ON SOVIET ARMY, NAVY DAY CELEBRATION 


Defense Minister Sokolov 


PM222006 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 23 Feb 86 First Edition p 2 


{Article by Marshal of the Soviet Union S. L. Sokolov, candidate member of the 


CPSU Central Committee Politburo and USSR defense minister: 


of Combat Might") 
[Excerpts] 


This year our country is celebrating the nationwide holiday 
-— Soviet Army and Navy Day — in an atmosphere of particular 
politi.at and labor enthusiasm on the very eve of the 27th CPSI 
Congress. The preparations for the congress have generated, as 
they have done nationwide, high social! and labor activeness on 
the part of Armed Forces personnel. Commanders, staffs, polrt:- 
cal organs, party and Komsomol organizations, and al! service- 
men are struggling ‘o further improve the combat readiness of 
the Army and Navy and to strengthen organization, order, and 
discipline in units and on ships. They see the positive results and 
achievements in military work as their concrete contribution to 
the fulfillment of the party's creative plans and to the cause of 
ensuring peaceful conditions for improving socialist society 


Soviet military policy ts closely linked with our country s creative 
goais and tasks and is implemented within the framework of the 
USSR's peace-loving foreign policy course. The Sovret military 
doctrine, which — as the draft new edition of the CPSL Program 
notes _ is profoundly defensive in naturc, fully acoords with thrs 
course. In this connection we cannot fail to mention the 
groundiessness of the incessant attempts by Western politicians 
and idcologists to ascribe aggressive and expansionist fcatures to 
Soviet military doctrine. 


It is common knowledge that any military doctrine has two 
aspects — the political and the military-technica! And the main. 
leading role is played by the political sidc. Its content us entirely 
determined by the policy followed by the state. The policy of the 
Land of the Soviets — from Lenin's Decree on Peace, to the 
present day — has been a clear and consistent peace policy. The 
resolve to continue to consistently and steadily implement it was 
reaffirmed by M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary of the C PSI 
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“Decisive Source 


Centra! Commuttec, at the Geneva summut and in the statement 
of 15 January thes year The Soviet program for saving mankind 
from nmucicar weapons has gained widespread international 
approval and active support from the world’s progressive forces 


As for the mulitary-techmical aspect of Sowet military doctrinc, 
its content « wholly subordinated to the CPSU's program 
demand on maintaiming the Armed Forces in a state of constant 
readiness to thwart emperialism’s intrigues against the USSR 
and its alles and to resolutely rout any aggressor The technical 
coguipping of the Army and Navy is ensured on that basis. Our 
country 1s now capable of resolving any scientific and technical 
task and preventing anyone gaming superiority over us, be i on 
carth or m space. However, we are fundamentally opposed to the 
arms race and the militarization of space. There are many 
confirmations of that the Soviet Union's refusal to be the first 
to wee nuclear weapons; our moratorium on the holding of all 
nuclear cxuplossons; the halting of the deployment of medium- 
range mussiles on Europe; the statement that we will not be the 
first to pul weapons into space, and our readiness for other radical 
disarmament measures. These are extensively known by the 
world's publi 


The facts attest that the United States hitherto has not aban- 
domed its former and unrealizable aim of gaining an advantage 
ower the USSR on the military sphere. This must be stated quite 
categormally Not a single challenge that threatens us will go 
without the proper response. We favor relations among statcs 
that are based on the princuples of sides’ equality and identical 
soowrtty. That « the CPSU's principled and consistent position 
on the resolution of the most urgent questions of the day the 
ouestions of war and peace. It has always firmly defended that 
sosition and will continue to do so. This is confirmed im the 
documents submitted by the party for its neat congress 








Today's omtcrnationa! sstuatson urgently demands 2 responsibic 
approach to the realities of the modern world and a rcsolutc 
rejectoan of hupciess!y obsolete polstacal dagmas and idcas and of 
the cynical gamble on force. Yet mflecntial Western crcics 
comtumuc to hold wews ammed im essence at achseving thew polst:- 
cal goals with the help of military pressure and turning the arms 
race unto 2 means of weakemmng the Sowet Umon and its alls 
coonomucally The Unsed States ss stubbornly umpicmenting thc 
“star wars” program, attempting to present m as a “Gclensc 
instiatrve” for propaganda purposes By mulstarizimg space i! anms 
to wreck the cxssting milstary-strategic parity. The United States 
actively pursucs the aggressive doctrine of so-called “noo 


globalum.” stokes scats of tonwon m varsous parts of the » 
and takes other actions that ren counter to the micres!> 
and the poopics’ scoursty. This s 2 shortsighted and dung 
policy 


Our party  attcntrvely following the devclanment of the mm 
natsonal ssiuatvon and revealing m a tumecly fasion and proper, 
asscasing the Gangcrous trends thal arc appearing om the proc 
ht docs cverything to rchably safeguard our country from a: 
thing uncapocted and cnsures that the USSR Armed forces a 
mamtamed at a icvel commensurate with the demands . 
tomes 


Akrhomeyev KRASNAYA ZVEZDA Article 


PM231822 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 23 Feb 86 Second Edition p 2 


[Article by Marshal of the Soviet Union S. Akhromeyev, chief of General Staff 


of the Armed Forces and USSR first deputy defense sinister: 


anu Socialise”) 


[Excerpts] 


“Guarding Peace 


The Soviet. people are celebrating a great nationwide holiday--the 


68th anniversary of creation of the Soviet Army and Navy. This year the forth- 
coming 27th CPSU Congress, which will be a most important political event in 
the life of the party and of the whole Soviet people, imparts a particular 


coloration and character to the holiday. 


The peoples in the world who suffered enormous sacrifices in 
rowting Hitler's fascism and Japanese militarism hoped that war 
would be ruled out of mankind's life in the future. But, in their 
Save Sr wane Comtaatien, tho eggrestive dletien of imperial 

ism, and primarily U.S umperialism, started to elaborate plans 
for a new world war — and by now a nucicar war — having 
declared the Soviet Union to be “their main enemy ” 


As a result of this U.S. policy, for over 40 years now mankind 
has lived under conditions of the danger of nuclear war Fven 
today, under cover of “peace-loving” rhetoric, the aggressive 
circles of imperialism are following a strong-arm policy which 
leads to an increase of the danger of war. This policy is armed at 
breaking the military-strategic equilibrium between the USSR 
and the United States and between the Warsaw Pact and the 
NATO bloc, at attaining military superiority. Imperialism’s 
nas gaa caeaans to dictate its will by threatening 
to use force 


“Imperialism 's gravest crime against the peoples,” the drafi new 
edition of the CPSU Program says, “is the race in nuclear and 
other arms, unprecedented in scale, which it has unleashed.” 
Today it 1s sweeping over the whole world Stockpiles of nuclear 
weapons have been created [sozdany] in the arsenals of states 
Nonetheless, many influential forces continue to claim that the 
United States is in danger, that it is lagging behind the Soviet 
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Union, and that the creation |sozdanrye} of more and more new 
weapons is therefore necessary Under cover of such staicments 
which are inconsistent with reality, the United States m bur ding 
up its military arsenal and is developing [razrabatyvat| morc and 
more new systems of nuclear, chemical, and conventional ecap 
ons 


The U.S. militarist circles already fee! cramped on carth They 
are striving to transform outer space into a sphere of war 1) 1 1 
this direction that the plans for the creation |sordaniye | of space 
strike weapons and of a multi-cchelon ABM defense for the 
country are channeled. The United States has concervec the 
intention to achieve military superiority over the USSR and ‘hx 
socialist community countnes through space With total dr 
regard for the experience of the last 40 years and the realities o! 
the present, it is intended to render the United States “rnvuiner 
able” in a nuclear war with the help of space weapon, while 
placing the Soviet Union im a position when the nuclear threat \ 
constantly looming above it. These are the objectives of the 
notorious “Strategic Defense Initiative © 


The Soviet leadership has repeatedly declared that  #:!! not 
allow such a situation to develop Any encroachment on the 
security of the USSR and its alles from space wil! inevitably icad 

to corresponding countermeasures. This can only icad to furthe: 
growth of the danger of war for everyone, including the | nited 
States. No one’s security can be guaranteed by the arms race 
Profound realism and political will are needed today when ceva) 
wating the situation in the world, in order to put an end to the 











race m gucicar and other arms and to embert on the pracess of 
ther reduction. Bet the US. Adminstration has hitherto nat 
fodhowod thes lene 


The setuation om the world remains tumse, and even highly dan- 
gcrous m some parts. New scat of conflict are added to tho 
that already cmt. US. spokcemen hawe been cmphasiring 
recemtiy that long-term LS pohcy 6 onemted toward the “most 
vaned conflicts accupying an omicrmedisic position betecen 
large-scale war and wawersal peace.” levolvement of the US 
Armed Forces s presupposed om every one of them According to 
hagh-ranking LS officaals, no plans are made in Washington to 
lve under conditions of absolute peace On the contrary. poopie 
there are bluntly clanming the mght to armed mterference m 
other counties imternal affarrs, to some privileged position on the 
mternationa! community. and to stand abowe the norms and rules 
of mternatoonal lae 


The Sovet Umon proceeds from the premuse that peace on carth 
must be preserved It ms. however. umpossrble to preserve peace 
while tectering on the brink of war. Therefore the USSR and the 
other socralst countries are waging a persistent struggle for the 
improvement of international relations The draft new edition of 
the CPSU Program notes “The CPSU proceeds from the 
prenuse that, no matter how great may be the threat against 
peace created by the policy of the aggressive corcies of wmperia!- 
ism, there ts wo fatal imevitability of world war It is powsible to 
prevent war sad save mamhind from disaster Mees 1s the hestorn a! 
vocation of socialism and of all progressive and prace-loving 
forces on our planet The Soviet Umion os doug everythong 
withen its power mm thes direction 


The USSR suspended unilaterally the further deployment of 
medium-range missiles in Europe, set an example by withdraw 
ing from combat standby status [smal s boyevogo dezhurstvo} a 
certaim quantity of medium-range missies in the European Zone. 
and cxatended the moratorium on conducting nuclear cxplosions 
until 31 March 1986. The Soviet proposal on the termination of 
nuclear ciplosions 1s not accompamed by any conditions It 1 
proposed to resume talks im thes sphere without any dclay We 
expect an answer from the United States. Our unilatera! steps 
are not infinite 


A confirmation of the policy of peace pursued by the CPSU and 
the Soviet state was provided by the new large-scale package of 
peace initiatives put forward by Comrade MS Gorbachev whose 
core 1s the stage-by-stage program for the tota! liquidation of 
nuclear weapons throughout the world by the year 2000. It « 
proposed in the first stage to reduce by one-half all nucicar means 


cuisting @ the USSR and the United States and capebic of 
reacterg cach other's terrmory . while lomsting to 2 cosleng of 6.0000 
wnests cach the total number of sucicar charges on swch dcicry 
vebacies retamed by the mdes An agrecment on ths gucsion « 
fully possible wndcr a total! ban on strike spece ocapom Such » 
oer principled stance. lt is also nccessary, from the wery onect, 
for the USSR and the L mnod States to agree on the termunataon 
of all necicar cuplomons and to address a cal! to other states to 
youn such a moratonum as sacn as possibic 


A éccmmon on the total hqgusdation of USSR and lS medum- 
range massiics (both ballistec and cruse) m the Furapcan pone 1 
to be reached and umplemented also at the first tage The 
proposal of curs, just as the proposal on the termenator of 
nuciear tests. 6 mot acoompamed by any condition and covmagcs 
only that Britasn and France renownce any busldup of rcicvant 
nucicar wcapons and that the Unnted States docs not transicr 
such wcapons to other countries 


Subseguent!y. « « presumed that the remaming nucicar powcrs 
would youn the process of nucica dusarmament from the start of 
the scoond stage and, together with the USSR and the Unned 
States, would reduce thew toctical weapons. The therd stage. 
beginning in 1995 would see the completion of the total hgquida 
ton of all remamung nucicar wcapons so that mankind could 
enter the therd millennium erthout any muctcar wcapoms at al! 


The Soviet proposal ms a specific and capanded plan of action 
armed ai averting the most serious threat hanging over mankind 
the danger of nucicar war The Soviet program 1s constructive. 
militar) cquilbbrram under effective verification 1s marntaned 
for all states at all its stages, strategx stability « rchably 
guaranteed, and no one’s security encroached upon The pro 
gram takes into account the interests of all states, and primarily 
of West European states |i makes provision for corresponding 
measures for the tota! hquidation of chemical weapons and for 
the reduction of conventional arms This program is realistic, 
provided, of course, that the United States and the other nuctear 
powers display a businessiike and constructive approach 


“The course of peace and disarmament,” M.S. Gorbachev, gon 
cral secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, stressed im the 
1S Janwary 1986 statement, “has been and remais the core of 
the foreign policy of the CPSU and the Sovet state. Actively 
venplementing this course, the Sovet Umon is prepared for broad 
cooperation with everyone adhering to positions of common 
sense, good will, and awareness of the responsitility for ensuring 
for mankind a future without wars and without weapons — 


Marshal Kurkotkin Speech 


LD231539 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 0910 GMT 23 Feb 86 


[Speech by Marshal of the Soviet Union Semen Konstantinovich Kurkotkin, USSR 
deputy defense minister and chief of rear services of the USSR Armed Forces, 
marking Soviet Army and Navy Day; date, place not given--live or recorded] 


Interpreting the lessons of the war leads to the conclusion that 


[Excerpt ] 
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we must be constantly vigilant. After all the weakening of 











umpenaisem’'s posstron has not reéeced. but rather has mmcrcased 
the aggressvences and advestarar of ms pobocs Ths » hy 
the draft for the new revised party program says that LS 
umperakem ss the citadel of umternational reacuion Precisely | S 
omperalsm ss the source, first and foremost. of the threat of war 
Aspering to world domenation, «t has been falsely declaring » hoic 
contunents to be erthen the zones of ts vital imterests 


The fy whee! of aggressive mebrtary preparations thal has decn 
sci in motion on the other sade of the ocean comtinucs to gather 
momentum. The aggressive circles in the Unmned States are 
pushing ahead with the “star wars” program. The Pentagon has 
already invested over $2 dallson om it 


Thes ss expensive madness If © swcooods on beang fully realized. 
by the end of the 20th century and the beginning of the 2! st, 
will come to at least 2 trillion dollars. Agsinst whom do they 
entend to defend themselves across the ocean, callong thes pro- 


gram the Strategy Defense lnstuative’ 1 5 Clear to every person 
with commonsense tha! aggresseon erl! mot come from the Sow set 
Union. it is perfectly clear that SDI is being planned so 25 to 
acquire the possibrlsty to drsarm the Sowet Umon orth a preemp 
trve stroke and then defend against 2 retakatory strike Moreover. 
the | meted States has already tested laser weapons, antuatelise 
equipment on 2 real warget, and other, <s of offensive space 
arms 


Can the Sowet Umon and other socialist countnes afford not to 
take such Ganger in account’ No, they cannot. That ss why the 
relable defense of the socialsst fatherland and ow: fmends and 
albes os for the Sowet Armed Forces a9 cacepuonally mmportnat 
and responsible task Its success{e! salruon depends on military 
shill, sdeolagrca! steadfastness. the orgamzavon and duscopline of 
the personnel of the Army and Navy, and their loyalty to the 
patnotic and internatonalst duty and the high level of sechmcal 
equipping of all sectors of the Armed Forces 


Defense Official Shabanov's TV Talk 


LD231846 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1305 GMT 23 Feb 86 


[Talk by Vitaliy Mikhaylovich Shabanov, USSR deputy minister of defense and 


Aray general: 
[Excerpt] Esteemed comrades: 


“Today Is Soviet Army and Navy Day") 
Today is a nationwide celebration. 


It is 


Soviet Army and Navy Day. This year it is being marked on the eve of an 
historic event of great political significance. 


The results of the Great Fatherland War and World War Ii as 
a whole showed that there are no forces on the world which cowid 
crush socalem and turn back the wheel of history Our victory 
confirmed with particular force the futelty of umperialim 's plans 
for world supremacy. However, the aggresive forces of the 
imperialist powers did not draw the necessary conclusions from 
the lessons of history. Immediately after the World War I! they 
began. at first behend the scenes and then openly. to develop new 
perfidious plans against the USSR. Imperialiom, guilty of two 
word wars, began to prepare for a new, nucicar-missile war ft « 
known that from 1946 to 1975, Washongtoa repeatedly rarnsed the 
msue of using nuclear weapons. including against the Soviet 
Unmon US unperialem and ther NATO alles surrounded our 
country and the countries of socialist Community arth hundreds 
of muilrtary bases They have developed and are implementing a 
wide-scale program for the accumulation of nuclear and other 
kinds of arms In these conditions the ( ommunist Party and the 
Soviet state, not weakening its efforts on the struggle for peace. 
creatively uomplementing the Leninist ideas of the defense of the 
socialist fatherland, have done everything srcessary to 
strengthen the defense capability of the country and mcrease the 
might of the Soviet Army and Navy Equipping them with 
nuclear missile weapons. creating |sordaniye| strategy missile 
forces, and developeng |rarvitiye | supersonic missile bearing avi 
ation and the ators missile flect has fundamental!) changed the 
appearance and substantially mncreased the combat might of the 


135 


Army and Navy. The mecsure allowed the Soviet Umon by the 
beginning of the seventies to attain military strategy equilibrium 
with the United States and made belhoose corcies of umperialest 
states take thes important factor into account Equality of mih- 
tary strategic force attamed by the tor! of the Sowet people has 
become our historical achrevement. a oecrsive contribution to the 
struggle for peace. However, this state of affairs, judging by 
everything, docs not suit US. aggressive corcles. The idea of a 
crusade against socialism, the idea of social revenge grves them 
no peace Concealing ther plans, which are dangerous for man- 
kind with the decrepet bogey of the Sowet mulitary threat, the 
U.S. rulong elite are trying to break the military strategic bal- 
ance, obtain military supremacy over the USSR and its alles 
and, by force of arms, dictate its will 


The United States has started on a mew spural on the racy for all 
types of arms. At the same tome as perfecting |sovervhens- 
tvovanrye] them strategic nuclear forces, they are carrying out a 
mult: bsllhon dollar program to develop |sordaniye| space-strike 
weapons The aim of these intentions has long been clear’ to 
guarantee the | nited Scates’ impunity after a first strike on the 
Soviet | mon by using an antimrssile defense system with a space 
strike wave to ward off our supposedly weakened retaliatory 
strike No specious names of the Strategn Defense Initiatrve sort 
can conceal! the real mmtentions of aggressive circles in the United 
States In direct opposition to the aggressrve policy of rmpenalom 





is the peace-loving policy of the Soviet state. The Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union firmly and consistently defends the 
Leninist principle of peaceful coexistence of states with different 
social systems aud docs cverything so as to preserve peace on 
earth and not cast mankind into the abyss of nuclear war. At the 
center of attention of all the world’s public is the 15 January 
statement of Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev, general secretary 
of the CPSU Central Committee, in which is put forward a sct 
of new, major, peaceful foreign policy initiatives directed at 
improving the international situation and including a specific 
program for the elimination of nuclear weapons on earth by the 
year 2000. 


The U.S. Administration has not yet responded to thesc propos- 
als. At the same time, recent pronouncements by U.S. Adminis- 
tration leaders and the Pentagon's plans are cvidence of their 
intention to continue the arms race and to conduct mattcrs with 
the Soviet Union from a position of strength. Hlowever, this is an 
unrealizable dream on the part of the bellicose politicos. 


The CPSU will make every effort to sce that the USSR Armed 
Forces are at a level which rules out strategic superiority for the 
forces of imperialism; that the defensive capability of the Soviet 
State is improved in every way; and that the combat cooperation 
of fraticrnal socialist countrics is strengthened. That is the bricf 
but meaningful way in which the draft CPSU Program defines 
the policy of our party in the realm of defense. Let no one doubt 
the fact that the security of our country and its allics will continuc 
to be properly ensured. The Soviet Union has everything it nceds 
for defense at its disposal. 





{9274 
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RELATED ISSUES 


FRENCH PRESIDENT DEFENDS NUCLEAR DETERRENT POLICY 
PM121125 Paris LE MONDE in French 11 Feb 86 p 9 


[Report by Jacques Isnard: "Mr Mitterrand, Strategy Teacher" 


[Text] "People who failed to ensure their security have vanished. France's strategy 

is one of avoiding war. But it is impossible to have the kind of defense we had in 1914 
or 1939. We need modern means. fhe nuclear force is now our whole defense. We do not 
want to take the offensive, and the thrashing we would receive in return should make us 
cautious. I prefer to live and I prefer to live in freedom." 


For 90 minutes Professor Mitterrand tried to explain his thinking on French defense, 
invoking his audience's "common sense." He adopted a confiding tone. He was giving 
off-the-cuff answers to questions which had been given to him in advance. The head of 
State gave this lesson on the subject of "What kind of defense should France have?" in 
Paris on Saturday, 8 February, to the members of approximately 12 Socialist clubs 
brought together by Francoise Castro, Laurent Fabius’ wife. 


The session was intended to be pedagogic. It was obvious that the teacher was enthu- 
siastic about his subject, like all literary people who discover the beauties of advanced 
technology. The audience was behind him from the start. On several occasions the 
speaker paraphrased the book “Reflections on French Foreign Policy" which he has just 

had published by Fayard and which was on sale on a display stand at the entrance to the 


meeting. 


So Mr Mitterrand reiterated that he is in favor of a joint European defense, but said 
that he did not know how it could be organized at present. “It is typical of discussions 
of empty dreams." What about a French nuclear umbrella for the FRG? "No one is asking 
us to provide it. The Americans provide such an umbrella and the extension of the 

French nuclear umbrella to the FRG would be a way of covering and defending nothing." 
What about having two “pillars” within the Atlantic alliance, an American pillar and 

a European pillar? "That would be progress. But the right conditions do not exist." 


On the other hand, the head of state added, “France must reach agreement with the FRG 
on space and space defense." Europe has the means of bringing together industrial, 
financial, and technological capabilities in programs like the Hermes space shuttle 


and an inhabited space station. 


On two points, however, Professor Mitterrand went a little further than his latest 
reference book. The first point is the neutron weapon. "I do not see any difference 
between a weapon which vaporizes you and a sword which passes through your body. It 
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is just another weapon, but it is a weapon whose usage is likely to spread [etre 
diluee] and therefore it requires great political control." The second point is 
chemical weapons. “If others threaten us with them we cannot merely put on gas masks. 
France is lagging behind. It should not rule out anything." 


Before the arrival of the president of the Republic, Jean-Michel Gaillard, keynote 
speaker of the clubs’ meetings, had empahsized that "the letter, spirit, and practise 
of the Fifth Republic" made the head of state "solemaster of the deterrent" without 
there being any possibility of transferring the Elysee's powers to other officials. 
Mr Mitterrand echoed this: "The president of the Republic alone can order a nuclear 
engagement. It is done in seconds. It is very difficult to deliberate and consult. 
Could there be consultation under these conditions? If therewere, the war would 


already be over at your expense.” 


This was the only reference to election issues and to the debate on cohabitation, 
in other words on the respective roles of the president of the Republic and the 
government chief on this subject. 


Mr Mitterrand was warmly applauded several times. Does this mean he lived up to 

his audience's expectations? At times there seemed to be a gap between a man con- 
cerned about his supreme responsibilities in the national security sphere and speakers 
concerned about what aspirations to pacifism and world disarmament socialism might 
have. In reply to these people the head of state merely said: "Men have always 
fought, first hand to hand, then by devising long-range weapons which are more de- 
structive, quicker, and more accurate. Unfortunately the world is not as we would 
like it to be." 


/12858 
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RELATED ISSUES 


LABOR PARTY DISTRICT CONGRESS: BAN NUCLEAR ARMED SHIPS 
Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 27 Jan 86 p 3 
[Article: "Troms District Labor Party Demands Nuclear Weapons Guarantee" |] 


[Excerpts] The Troms District Labor Party annual congress 

this week has demanded that countries which send warships into 
Norwegian ports should guarantee that these ships are not carry- 
ing nuclear weapons. The requirement would pertain to visits of 
naval units as well as to exercises in Norway by our allies. The 
government is being asked to issue such a ban. 


The measure was passed unanimously after a minority of 56 had voted for a 
narrower formulation of the proposal. A majority of 89 opposed the passage of 
the narrower measure. The disagreement focused on whether the government 
"can" or “must™ require guarantees from warshi>s of foreign countries. 


The Labor Party's program which was approved last year contains a provision to 
the effect that it is assumed that foreign warships will not carry nuclear 
weapons during visits in Norwegian ports. 


It was the Troms district AUF [Labor Party Youth] which had put forth this 
year's proposal on the nuclear weapons guarantee. There were many during the 
debate who argued that the paragraph on the guarantees against ships not 
carrying nuclear weapons should be stricken. This was based on considerations 
of national security. 


The newly-elected chairman of the district party, Arne Bergland from Lenvik, 
told AFTENPOSTEN that in his opinion the proposal which was approved is “more 
moderate” than the AUF proposal which had been made prior to the annual 
meeting. 


12578 
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RELATED ISSUES 


USSR'S PONOMAREV STRESSES USSR'S PEACE POLICIES 


AU241143 East Berlin NEVES DEUTSCHLAND in German 19 Feb 86 p 3 


["Before the 27th CPSU Congress; Policy of Safeguarding Peace and Socialist Construc- 
tion — Article by B.N, Ponomarev, candidate member of the Politburo and secretary of 
the CPSU Central Committee"] 


[text] At present the CPSU is proceeding toward its 27th party congress. The great 
commitment of the working masses, and the energetic, imaginative activities of the work 
collectives and party organizations in all fields and at all levels are currently 
characterising the political and social life of the Soviet Union. To put it briefly: 
the entire party and all our people are totally dedicated to the preparation for the 
party congress. This is easily understandable, because this wi'l be a special party 
congress. At this congress the new party program, amendments to the CPSU Statute, and 
the main directions of economic and social development of the USSR for the 1986-1990 
period and for the period up to the year 2000 will be decided. 


What is the motto of the preparations for the party congress? The Soviet Union is 
implementing the strategy for accelerating the country's economic and social develop- 
ment on the basis of scientific-technological progress and of the broad working people's 
initiative, which was established at the April session of the CPSU Central Committee. 
fhe focal point in the work of party and people is the active discussion of all those 
problems, a realistic and balanced assessment of the achieved successes, and open 
criticism of existing deficiencies, of everything that is outdated and hinders our 
progress. The party congress will demonstrate energetically how all the strengths of 
socialism can be more comprehensively tapped, and which resources must be activated 
to bring about the overall development of the socialist society and the successful 
solution of the tasks fer shaping socialism. 


The tasks we are facing adopt really grandiose dimensions. It is planned to almost 
double the national income by the year 2000, and to considerably increase the people's 
material standard of living. the social program envisages raising per capita real 
income by 60 to 80 percent. 


This of course explains the high importance accorded by the CPSU to guaranteeing 
peaceful conditions for the creative work of the Soviet people. The party sets 

two inseparably linked tasks: continuing the work of peaceful construction, and 
struggling for the preservation and safeguarding of peace and the security of the 


people. 
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In the field of foreign policy, the Soviet Union states that it is willing to continue 
developing new activities. It struggles to safeguard a lasting peace and advocates 
the elimination of nuclear arms. 


The 27th CPSU Congress will take place at a decisive time in international development. 
The future existence of human civilization is endangered. Mankind has reached a point 
of “either-or": Either instruments of mass destruction will be eliminated or the 
threat of a nuclear inferno will continue to increase. 


The existing stockpiles of nuclear arms are sufficient to kill all life many times over. 
This situation has been complicated over the past | or 2 years by a new element -- U.S. 
plans to develop offensive space weapons. 


Under these circumstances the ways of thinking and behavior which have up to now been 
preserved for centuries, even for millenia, must be profoundly changed. Rigorous 
realism and political boldness are required if one wants to free himself from outdated 
concepts of international relations and take steps which will really end the arms race 
and initiate the process of arms reduction. 


In questions of international policy the CPSU lets itself be led by the assessments 
and conclusions contained in the speeches of Mikhail Gorbachev, general secretary of 
the CPSU Central Committee, and in the decisions of the Central Committee. The party 
proceeds from the premises that: 


-- The issue at hand not only involves the confrontation between the two social 
systems, but the choice betwee: survival or mutual destruction; 


-- In the nuclear age the security of the people cannot be guaranteed on the basis 
of the principle of force or threats of force, but only by negotiations, arms 
reduction, and disarmament. 


-- All together and each individualiy, mot only at the state level but also in the 
field of societal activity, must realize their responsibility and understand that 
states depend on each other with regard to questions of war and peace. Ideological 
differences must not be transferred to international relations, so that the policy 
of averting a nuclear holocaust can be carried out efficiently. 


-~ Striving for military superiority is incompatible with saving mankind, even though 
enormous technical discoveries might be made or new technologies might be applied, 
because the technical processes may slip out of the politicians’ control and 
technical faults may cause a disaster. What happened with Challenger tragically 
confirms this. 


The Challenger disaster not only involves the tragic death of several astronauts, but 
also teaches a clear lesson to all those who envision an expansion of the arms race to 
space, particularly the U.S. Administration. As is known, many scientists, 
politicians, and the world public have repeatedly warned that a computer error or 

a fault in this or that system of a space vehicle might trigger a great war in which 
the most diverse nuclear weapons are activated and used. The end of all that would 

be a nuclear inferno all over the earth. 


Of coucse, a new approach to international problems does not mean to ignore the 
intricacy of the various, different, often opposing interests of dozens of different 
countries or the contradictions between those interests. But today solving all these 
questions must be subordinate to the main concern: preventing a nuclear war. 
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This approach must be fundamentally based on respecting the right of each people to 
freely choose the ways and forms of their political and social development and to 
independently establish their domestic and foreign policy, and on renouncing super- 
power efforts and the interpretation of one's “vital interests" in such a way that 
the legitimate and real vital interests of others are violated. 


This system of opinions was explained in detail by Mikhail Gorbachev and was received 
with a broad sympathetic response. Essentially it involves the concept of a lasting, 
just, and democratic peace, which takes into account the realities of the nuclear 

age and the space travel era. The strength of this concept consists in the fact that 
it unites our socialist interests with those of all mankind. Its strength consists 
in the fact that it does not aim at general statements but proposes practical things 
and solutions. It combines the exposure of the ideopolitical platform of the 
aggressive circles of imperialism with our positive program. The example set by 
socialism in the economy and in foreign policy is a strong weapon with which it is 
able to increase its influence on the entire world. 


The Soviet initiatives, which were explained in Mikhail Gorbachev's statement of 

15 January 1986, are a highly important contribution to realizing this concept. The 
Significance of these initiatives consists in the fact that the Soviet Union thus 

put forth comprehensive proposals aiming at halting the dangerous course of events, 
and at not only averting a nuclear inferno but at excluding that it might ever happen. 


Tne Soviet plan envisages eliminating nuclear weapons by the year 2000, concurrently 
with renouncing the development, testing, and deployment of offensive space weapons. 
This is a comprehensive plan which also includes chemical and conventional weapons 
and provides for reliable and strict verification. A very topical component of this 
pian is the halting of all nuclear tests by the Soviet Union and the United States of 
America, This opportunity is given by the unilaterally declared Soviet moratorium 

on all nuclear tests, which has been extended until 31 March. 


The problems of Europe, our home, are one of the focal issuesin the complex of the 
Soviet proposals, The USSR sets the objective of making the European Continent free 
from nuclear weapons and of reducing conventional weapons and forces, which would 
give equal and lasting security to all European states. To achieve this objective, 
the USSR proposes -- without protracting the issue in any way -- to eliminate all 
Soviet and U.S. intermediate-range missiles in Europe. It is known that there are 
deliberations going on concerning the conclusion of an interim agreement. Thanks to 
the constructive position of the socialist countries, there is a real possibility 

of achieving contractual agreements at the Vienna and Stockholm negotiations, 


The Soviet Union is open to any initiative if it aims at these objectives. This 
also applies to the proposal submitted jointly by the SD and the SPD to create a zone 
free from chemical weapons in central Europe. 


Now all predonditions exist to overcome the disagreements on the European Continent 
concerning security questions and to shape, enrich, and enforce the process of 
detente in the spirit and on the basis of the Helsinki Final Act. This is the 
common property of the peoples and must thus be preserved and augmented. 


One of the reasons why the USSR accords such great importance to alleviating 
tensions in Europe is that the forces of revanchism are still promoted in the FRG. 
There the European postwar order, the decisions of the Yalta and Potsdam conferences, 


are doubted. 
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Supported by the other West countries, a policy of reequipment [umruestung] is followed 
there. This is proved by the fact that the West European Union has canceled the last 
restrictions for developing and producing arms, even strategic arms, in the FRC. But 
the FRG already has a strong armament potential even now. Furthermore, people in FRG 
monopolist and government circles are striving to participate in the U.S. “star wars" 
plans. Concrete steps are already being taken in this direction. 


The Geneva summit contributed to an improvement of the international climate. It 
brought about a gleam of hope. After the summit in Geneva everyone heard the U.S. 
President's beautiful words about peace, about “America's sincere striving for peace," 
and so on. But all of mankind, including the peoples of our countries, are now expect- 
ing him to perform concrete deeds leading to a reduction of weapons, part cularly 
nuclear weapons, and to the prevention of the arms race in space. Mikhail Corbachev 
Stressed that a new Soviet-American summit must bring practical results and must be 
characterized by serious progress in the directions most important for the cause of 
peace; otherwise a new summit would be useless. 


Now there is a real possibility to initiate the process of disarmament, particularly 
that of nuclear disarmament, and the concrete physical destruction of the arsenals of 
the most dangerous weapons. What is still hindering us? 


To date it has not been possible to halt the arms race because Washington and NATO are 
doing everything to gain military advantages. Precisely this is the main reason for 
the arms race. 


In order to thwart our country's efforts to eliminate the threat of war, they use the 
big lie of the "Soviet military threat." It is this lie which is actually the only 
justification for the arms race. To overcome this propaganda would mean to clear the 
atmosphere for really businesslike, serious, and promising disarmament talks. 


Attempts are frequently made to support the mendacious assertion of a “Soviet threat” 
with the chimera of “Soviet expansionism." But everybody who is familiar to a certain 
extent with the Marxist-Leninist theory of the historical process should know that this 
theory rejects the “export of revolution." 


The peaceful character of Soviet foreign policy comes from the nature of the socialist 
social system. The Soviet Union does not threaten anybody, neither in the West nor in 
the East. In the Soviet Union there are neither classes nor social strata nor voca- 
tional groups who are interested in war, aggression, or enrichment through the arms 
race. In our country war propaganda is prohibited by the Constitution. The Soviet 
people are in unanimous agreement concerning the arms race: We do not need it. 
Everyone who has already familiarized himself with the draft documents to be dealt with 
at the 27th CPSU Congress must have convinced himself that our country, which is work- 
ing out comprehensive plans for peaceful construction and creative programs and proj- 
ects, simply cannot have any aggressive intentions. 


Hundreds of thousands of foreign guests, who visit the Soviet Union every year, can 
convince themselves with their own eyes of our people's deeply felt and sincere striv- 
ing for peace. Several antiwar activities have already become a good tradition in the 
USSR. In 1985, almost 200,000 such campaigns took place, and 93 million people partic- 
ipated in them. In 1985, 58 million Soviet people participated in events within the 
campaign week for disarmament (24-31 October), which has also become a tradition. 
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At the initiative of the Lenin Komsomol, 70 million young people participated in the 
countrywide referendum "My vote -- for peace." More than 17 million Soviet youths sent 
postcards to President Reagan calling upon him to join the moratorium on all nuclear 
tests declared by the USSR. The first ‘esson at the beginning of cach new school year 
is held as a peace lesson in all schools. The efforts of the Soviet people to make a 
very personal contribution to the success of our country's peaceful foreign policy is 
clearly shown by the fact that every year more and more of them participate in the work 
of the Soviet Peace Fund, because already more than 100 million people support it with 


donations. 


The Soviet trade unions are actively working in the peace movement. At the llth World 
Trade Union Congress, which will take place this September in Berlin, the representa- 
tives of the Soviet trade unions will also be able to report on such forms of our work- 
ing people's activity in the struggle for peace as, for instance, staging antiwar 
rallies in enterprises or carrying out high-performance shifts for peace, whose net 
profit is partly donated to the Soviet Peace Fund. In 1985 more than 75 million people 
participated in the activities on the occasion of the International Day of Trade 
Unionist Activities for Peace. 


The United Nations declared 1986 International Peace Year. The USSR is willing to use 
all its material capacities and all its good will for implementing the program for the 
Peace Year and for the struggle against the threat of war. Together with all countries 
of the socialist community, it has a uniformly peaceful point of view. This was 
expressed in the Sofia declaration of the Warsaw Pact states, in the community's 
unanimous agreement with the results of the Soviet-U.S. summit, and in the support for 
the proposals put forth in Mikhail Gorbachev's statement of 15 January 1986. Erich 
Honecker, general secretary of the SED Central Committee and chairman of the GDR State 
Council, stressed that he considers the new Soviet peace initiative "a historic chance" 
to reach a change for the better in Europe and all over the world. 


But the aggressive circles do not want to listen to the voice of the peoples and the 
peace-loving public, and do not want to renounce their militaristic course. The further 
intensification of the antiwar movement gains great importance in this connection. 
Everyone who is concerned about peace is called upon to make his contribution to the 

str ggle for halting the arms race. 


The forces of resistance against war, the forces of self-preservation of mankind, are 
gaining strength and numbers. These forces, which oppose the demons of war, are 
probably too numerous to be counted. Therefore the Soviet Communists are convinced: 
It is possible to prevent a nuclear war. Checking the arms race has a real chance. 
The objective -- to improve the international situation, to consolidate international 
security -- can be reached. It can be reached if all forces of peace become act 've 
and if the determined struggle for these great goals of historic scope is persistently 


cont inued. 
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